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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR 


Marriage & Government 


I would like to add a little extra to the article 
entitled “Keep Fedgov’s Hands Off Mar- 
riage” by George Detweiler (THE NEw AMER- 
ICAN, January 12). As gay activists push for 
the right to a marriage license while oppos- 
ing forces generally contend that only peo- 
ple in a male/female relationship possess that 
right, one must take a step back and look very 
carefully at the issues. I believe the wrong 
subject is being debated. 

The question must be asked, “Where do 
rights come from?” Since governments can 
only secure rights, not grant them, then rights 
must come from God. So where did the right 
to marry come from? Obviously it came from 
God. If the right to marry came from God, 
then where did the government get the au- 
thority to issue marriage licenses? 

I believe the real argument should be 
whether or not the government has the au- 
thority to issue a marriage license. For over 
one hundred years after the founding of this 
country couples simply made a common law 
contract amongst themselves when they got 
married. The government did not have the 
right to issue marriage licenses back then; 
why should they have it now? 

KENNETH REFFNER 
Bedford, Pennsylvania 


America and Rome 


Thank you for publishing Steve Bonta’s ex- 
cellent article “Morality Matters” (December 
15 issue). It, together with Taylor Caldwell’s 
insightful “Honoria” (October 6), gives all- 
important comparisons of how our country is 
heading down the same destructive path as 
Rome. 

As a reader of THE NEW AMERICAN, it is 
easy for me to see the disastrous direction our 
country is going. But at Republican meetings 
I attend, people seem to be totally oblivious 
and think we are in good hands with a Re- 
publican in the White House. Some feel even 
more secure because, they say, “Bush is a 
Christian” and therefore “won’t do the wrong 
thing.” 

These loyal leaders of the GOP dutifully 
proclaim that the party must be soft on ho- 
mosexuality and immigration in order to gain 
more voters. And for the same reason they 
don’t utter (or allow) a word of complaint 
about growing government programs under 
a Republican president. 

With these two articles in hand, I can show 


Republican leaders and followers alike ex- 

actly what happened to Rome when it bent 

over backwards to please the people, and I 

can then ask them if that is what they want 
for us. 

CAROLYN GUILLOT 

Santa Monica, California 


Strengthening the Case 


Regarding your December | issue, I have 
comments on two different articles that might 
strengthen your case. 

Mr. William Norman Grigg’s article about 
political correctness (“Punishing Thought- 
crime”) referenced the comments by Paul 
Begala about the “red” states — that is, those 
states that voted for Bush in the last presi- 
dential election. Most of what I saw after the 
election showed breakdowns by county, with 
Bush counties in red. Of course, nearly all of 
America’s territory was in red, with most of 
the urban centers in blue. I saw a study on the 
red counties vs. the blue (Gore) counties, and 
the crime rate was much, much higher in the 
blue counties. So despite Begala’s attacks on 
the red areas that are supposedly responsible 
for various hate crimes, it is actually the blue 
areas where you have more crime, murder, 
drug usage, etc. 

The other article I want to comment on is 
Mr. William P. Hoar’s short piece on “Insur- 
ance and Government” in his “Between the 
Lines” column. As a Hood County commis- 
sioner, I also serve on the local hospital 
board, which oversees indigent care. Al- 
though I agree with Mr. Hoar’s remarks, it 
should be noted that the high costs of E.R. 
visits are extremely difficult to collect on 
people with lower incomes. I’ve heard sto- 
ries recently of people going to our E.R. with 
the sniffles or a swollen toe; these people see 
the E.R. as essentially their government- 
sponsored physician, which can be accessed 
at all hours. The reality is, because of feder- 
al and state mandates for indigent care, there 
aren’t people dying left and right because 
they can’t go to the E.R. They do go to the 
E.R., and you and I end up picking up the tab. 

Matt MILLS 
Granbury, Texas 


Send your letters to: THE NEw AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editor @thenewamerican.com. Due to volume 
received, not all letters can be answered. Letters 
may be edited for space and clarity. 


INSIDER REPORT 


Bush Administration’s Internationalist Credentials 


In “Partnership and Principle,’ the major essay in the 
January/February 2004 Foreign Affairs, Secretary of State Colin 
Powell outlines the Bush administration’s various multilateral ini- 
tiatives. Writing to an internationalist audience (Foreign Affairs 
is the flagship journal of the globalist Coun- 
cil on Foreign Relations), Powell emphati- 
cally rejects the familiar caricature of Pres- 
ident Bush as a unilateralist cowboy. 

“Above all, the president’s strategy is one 
of partnerships that strongly affirms the 
vital role of NATO and other U.S. alliances 
— including the UN,” writes Secretary 
Powell. “Don’t believe it? Perhaps this is 
because the commentariat widely claimed 
that the president’s recent decision to seek 
a new UN Security Council resolution on 
the postwar reconstruction of Iraq was a 
sharp break with policy.” 

In fact, as Powell elaborates, the Bush 
administration’s foreign policy — particu- 
larly with respect to the “war on terrorism” 
— is deeply intertwined with the UN: 


To think [otherwise], one would have to 
ignore the fact that President Bush went 


UN in May 2003 after Operation Iraqi Freedom to secure 
Resolution 1483, lifting sanctions against Iraq that had be- 
come obsolete; and that we sought and secured Resolution 
1500 in August, recognizing the Iraqi Governing Council. 


“Had we not done all of these things, 
month after month, the president’s deci- 
sion to go to the UN Security Council in 
September 2003 — and to persevere in his 
efforts until Resolution 1511 was ap- 
proved by a 15-0 vote on October 16 — 
would have been a significant departure 
from policy,” concludes Powell. “But the 
administration did do all of these things. 
Indeed, it would have been a departure 
from policy not to go to the UN when, in 
our judgment, the next phase of Iraqi re- 
construction was at hand. If there has been 
any departure here, it is in the commen- 
tariat’s departure from the basic rules of 
logic.” 

Ah, it’s the commentariat’s fault that the 
public doesn’t understand what the Bush 
administration is really up to. The Left has 
been screeching about Bush’s “cowboy 


AP/Wide World 


before the UN on September 12, 2002, to 
make his case for the UN’s enforcing its 
own resolutions (16 of them in total); that 
Security Council Resolution 1441 — 
which warned the Iraqi regime to com- 


Globalist credentials: Far from being 
“unilateralist,” the Bush administration’s 
foreign policy “strongly affirms the vital role 
of NATO and other U.S. alliances — including 
the UN,” wrote Secretary of State Colin 
Powell in the current issue of the CFR journal 


unilateralism.” The Establishment-anoint- 
ed conservative media (FOX, Rush Lim- 
baugh, Sean Hannity, etc.) have retailed 
exactly the same message, although they 
treat Bush’s supposed unilateralism as 


Foreign Affairs. 


ply with its own obligations under previ- 
ous UN resolutions — passed unani- 
mously in November 2002; that we tried for a further 
resolution to unite the international community in the months 
before Operation Iraqi Freedom began; that we went to the 


cause for celebration. As a result, most of 
the public have been misled into thinking 
that the administration is the UN’s bane enemy. 
The Insiders to whom Powell addressed his essay know better, 
as do consistent readers of THE NEw AMERICAN. 


Make Way for the UNternet? 


Pressure is mounting to hand over control of the Internet to the 
United Nations. On December 10, 2003, the World Summit on 
the Information Society (WSIS) convened at Geneva, under the 
auspices of the UN’s International Telecommunication Union 
(ITU). The summit’s chief purpose was to explore ways to bring 
the Internet under government control, both domestically and 
internationally. 

According to Michael Geist, a law professor at the University 
of Ottawa, “we are seeing a clear shift away from the mid-90s 
when governments were told to stay away [from the Internet]. 
Governments have shown they are very interested in getting in- 
volved on a domestic level and now they are looking at the inter- 
national level.” Certain governments with an acute interest in do- 
mestic control over — and strict censorship of — the Internet, 
including Communist China, Egypt and Brazil, pushed hard at 
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Geneva for a new UN agency to regulate and censor Internet con- 
tent. Such an agency would replace the California-based Interna- 
tional Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers (ICANN), 
which has been criticized since its creation in 1998 for its alleged 
pro-business and private-sector bias. 

Although the three-day summit ended with little concrete 
achievement, the UN intends to continue to work to wrest control 
of the Internet from the private sector. The next summit is sched- 
uled to convene in Tunisia in 2005, when the UN’s ITU — which 
already oversees international mail and telephone calls — will 
make another attempt to convert the Internet into a “global re- 
source.” As one UN official at the Geneva summit bluntly put it, 
“what we are looking at is the future management of the Internet. 
It’s [about] what is the best way to manage what has become a 
natural resource for all humanity.” 


INSIDER REPORT 


Bush Betrays Our Borders 


On January 7, President Bush proposed a drastic overhaul of our im- 
migration laws that (in the words of the New York Times) “effective- 
ly amounts to an amnesty program for illegal immigrants with jobs 
in the United States...” 

In the name of connecting “willing workers with willing employ- 
ers” and — of course — “promoting compassion,” the Bush amnesty 
would allow illegal aliens to apply for renewable three-year work per- 
mits, which would allow them to travel freely in and out of our coun- 
try. As “guest workers,” the illegal immigrants would collect the same 
federal benefits as American citizens or legal resident aliens. 

The Bush plan tracks closely with legislation introduced last year 
by Senator John McCain and Congressmen Jim Kolbe and Jeff Flake, 
all of whom are Arizona Republicans. It also represents a significant 
victory for the organizers of last fall’s “Immigrant Workers Freedom 
Ride.” That nationwide protest attracted busloads of “riders” — most 
of them illegal aliens from Mexico and Central America — who con- 
verged on Washington, D.C., to lobby for amnesty before heading to 
a final rally in New York City. The event was organized by the fa- 
miliar menagerie of subversive left-wing groups, including the Com- 
munist Party. 

As numerous media accounts noted, President Bush made his an- 
nouncement — before an audience including representatives of major 
Hispanic pressure groups — just five days before meeting Mexican 
President Vicente Fox at a hastily called “Summit of the Americas” 
in Monterrey, Mexico. Like his predecessors, Fox treats illegal emi- 
gration from Mexico as (in the words of former Mexican foreign min- 
ister Jorge Castefieda) a social and economic “safety valve.” And like 
his predecessors, Fox has arrogantly demanded that Washington ac- 
commodate Mexico by granting amnesty to Mexicans who violate 
our immigration laws. 

But Fox has grander ambitions. “Eventually our long-range ob- 
jective is to establish with the United States, but also with Canada, 
our other regional partner, an ensemble of connections and institu- 
tions similar to those created by the European Union [EU], with the 
goal of attending to future themes [such as] the future prosperity of 
North America, and the movement of capital, goods, services, and 
persons,” he declared in a 2002 speech in Madrid. Toward that end, 
Fox continued, his government was working “to achieve an im- 
provement in the situation of many Mexicans in [the United States], 
regardless of their migratory status, through schemes that have per- 
mitted them access to health and education systems, identity docu- 
ments, as well as the full respect for their human rights.” 

Like Fox, President Bush eagerly supports construction of an EU- 
style continental government, which would begin with next year’s 
completion of the so-called Free Trade Area of the Americas (FTAA). 
Conferring amnesty and various benefits on illegal immigrants from 
Mexico will accelerate the erosion of our southern border and the 
amalgamation of our country with Mexico. In fact, those develop- 
ments must occur in order for the FTAA agenda to succeed. 

Thus at a time when our nation’s manufacturing economy is reel- 
ing, our communities are suffering from unemployment, and our 
homeland is menaced by terrorism, President Bush and his congres- 
sional allies plan to reward millions of foreign criminals in our midst 
in order to curry favor with a hostile foreign government (that of Mex- 
ico) and advance our nation’s descent into a regional government. 


“Rectifying” Big Brother’s 
Embarrassing Words 


In Orwell’s classic precautionary tale 1984, the hapless cen- 
tral character, Winston Smith, was employed by the totali- 
tarian state’s “Ministry of Truth.’ Smith’s job was to scour 
the public statements made by Big Brother and “rectify” 
those that subsequently proved to be in error; he did this by 
excising the offending words from the database, reworking 
the public record to fit the current party line, and casting the 
offending comments down the “memory hole.” In this way 
the Party and its embodiment, Big Brother, were always right. 

Every government, when allowed to, acts in the fashion 
Orwell described, and U.S. presidential administrations are 
certainly no different. Bill Clinton’s compulsive mendacity 
was a national shame and a running joke. But things have not 
improved under his successor as the White House has, at least 
in cyberspace, literally followed Orwell’s prescription for 
wiping its records clean of embarrassing public statements. 

“Tt’s not quite Soviet-style airbrushing, but the Bush ad- 
ministration has been using cyberspace to make some of its 
own cosmetic touch-ups to history,” observed the Decem- 
ber 18th Washington Post. “Since the Sept. 11, 2001 attacks, 
administration Web sites have been scrubbed for anything 
vaguely sensitive, and passwords are now required to access 
even much unclassified information.” This includes delet- 
ing or revising statements by the president and other offi- 
cials that have been proven incorrect: 

e Last spring, Andrew S. Natsios, administrator of the 
U.S. Agency for International Development, said that re- 
construction of Iraq would cost U.S. taxpayers no more than 
$1.7 billion, with other nations providing additional funds. 
After Congress appropriated $87 billion for reconstruction, 
and other nations declined to contribute, the Bush adminis- 
tration “purged the offending comments by Natsios from the 
agency’s website. The transcript, and links to it, have 
vanished.” 

¢ The original headline on the whitehouse.gov website for 
President Bush’s May 1, 2003 speech read: “President Bush 
Announces Combat Operations in Iraq Have Ended.” But 
months later, with the ongoing insurrection in Iraq becom- 
ing a growing political problem for Bush, the website was 
edited by inserting the word “major” before combat, objec- 
tively changing the meaning well after the fact. 

To facilitate such Orwellian “rectification,” the White 
House prevents its contents from being archived by popu- 
lar Internet search engines. According to a report in the Oc- 
tober 28 issue of the Australian newspaper The Age, this is 
done “by means of a file called robots.txt, which resides in 
the root directory of a site. Adding a directory to robots.txt 
ensures that nothing in that folder will ever show up in a 
search and will never be archived by search sites. The White 
House’s robots.txt file lists a huge number of directories all 
related to Iraq.” When documents are filed in this fashion, 
“any future changes will be extremely difficult to spot — 
and even more difficult to prove.” 
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Scapegoating Blair? 


As it riled up the public for war against Iraq, the Bush adminis- 
tration frequently cited supposed findings by British intelligence 
to illustrate the purported danger represented by Saddam Hus- 
sein’s alleged arsenal of weapons of mass destruction. References 
to reports from British intelligence were 
included in President Bush’s 2003 State of 
the Union Address, Colin Powell’s presen- 
tation to the UN Security Council shortly 
thereafter, and numerous other public 
speeches by the president and _ his 
subordinates. 

Extensive on-site searches in Iraq have 
found no WMDs to date. But even if 
WMDs are eventually found, it is clear at 
this point that the administration exagger- 
ated both the size and imminence of the 
Iraqi threat to justify going to war. Prior to 
the invasion, President Bush hyped Sad- 
dam’s regime as an existential menace to 
our nation; in a recent television interview, 
however, President Bush tacitly suggested 
that Iraq may not actually have possessed 
WMDs when he asked “What’s the differ- 
ence?” between possessing WMDs and 
trying to acquire them. (See “WMDs vs. 
WMD Programs: Does It Matter?” in our 
January 12 issue.) Just as significantly, the 
government of British Prime Minister Tony 
Blair is in serious political danger amid ac- 
cumulating revelations that it knowingly 
misrepresented the Iraqi threat. 

“The Secret Intelligence Service has run 
an operation to gain public support for 
sanctions and the use of military force in 
Iraq,” reported London’s Sunday Times on December 28, 2003. 
“The government yesterday confirmed that MI6 had organized 
Operation Mass Appeal, a campaign to plant stories in the media 
about Saddam Hussein’s weapons of mass destruction.” 

According to Scott Ritter, a U.S. Marine officer who led 14 UN 


Nothing to see here: 


by British intelligence. 


| 


Although Saddam 
Hussein ran a brutal and aggressive regime, it 
was never the apocalyptic threat to our 
country described by President Bush in the 
run-up to war. Many of the administration’s 
alarmist descriptions of lraq’s arsenal drew on 
now-discredited stories planted in the press 


inspection missions in Iraq, the aim of the MI6 operation “was to 
convince the public that Iraq was a far greater threat than it actu- 
ally was....” Ritter, who was recruited by MI6 in 1997 before 
emerging as a vocal critic of the U.S.-British drive for war, “said 
there was evidence that MI6 continued to 
use similar propaganda tactics up to the in- 
vasion of Iraq....” 

During the Cold War, the Soviet KGB 
excelled at planting disinformation in the 
foreign press — often in government-con- 
trolled newspapers of Soviet satellite na- 
tions. Those planted stories would then be 
picked up and reprinted in Pravda or 
Izvestiya to convince the Soviet popula- 
tion that world opinion supported the of- 
ficial Communist Party line. The Anglo- 
American disinformation campaign about 
Iraq followed the Soviet model: Stories of 
“underground facilities” to build nuclear 
and other WMDs were planted in the Pol- 
ish, Indian, and South African press, as 
well as in other countries. 

In mid-December, Blair reiterated a key 
disinformation claim, telling a group of 
British troops that there was “massive ev- 
idence of a huge system of clandestine 
laboratories” in Iraq. This claim was re- 
butted by — of all people — Paul Bremer, 
the Bush administration’s colonial admin- 
istrator in Iraq. When a British television 
reporter asked Bremer about Blair’s claim, 
without noting that the comment was 
made by Blair, Bremer replied: “I don’t 
know where those words come from.... It 
sounds like a bit of a red herring to me. It sounds like someone 
who doesn’t agree with the policy sets up a red herring then 
knocks it down.” Told that Blair was the source of the claim, Bre- 
mer made a hasty effort to backtrack: “There is actually a lot of 
evidence that has been made public.” 


AD CHERTCAL 
OIRO Heke 
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Cagle Cartoon 


The Debt Bomb Ticks Away 


“Consumer debt has more than doubled in the past 10 years to 
record levels, making it hard for many families to cope,” report- 
ed CBS News on January 6. “Consumer debt hit a record $1.98 
trillion in October 2003, according to the most recent figures from 
the Federal Reserve. That debt — which includes credit cards and 
car loans, but not mortgages — translates to some $18,700 per 
U.S. household.” 

During the first half of last year, the nation’s savings rate 
dropped to just 2 percent, meaning that “many people lack the 
means to deal with financial emergencies, much less their even- 
tual retirement.” In addition, for the poorest one-fifth of the pop- 
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ulation, the percentage of income devoted to paying off debt in- 
creased from 14.9 percent to 17.7 percent during the same 
period. 

Meanwhile, the euro continues to post new highs against the 
dollar. On January 6th, noted COMTEX wire service, “The euro 
pushed to a new high against the dollar ... rising above US$1.27 
for the first time in a continuing rally paced by concerns about the 
U.S. budget and trade deficits.’ The weakness of the dollar re- 
flects, in large measure, the Federal Reserve’s determination to 
keep interest rates low as a means of encouraging the same con- 
sumer profligacy that has primed the household debt bomb. 


INSIDER REPORT 


Congress Can Rein In the Courts 


AP/Wide World 


Rehnquist objects: Supreme Court Chief Justice William Rehnquist 
insists that Congress exceeded its powers by scrutinizing federal 
judges who hand down excessively lenient sentences to violent 
offenders. But the Constitution gives Congress broad powers over 
federal courts below the Supreme Court — powers that are too rarely 
exercised. 


Last spring, Rep. Tom Feeney (R-Fla.) attached an amendment to 
the Amber Alert child protection measure instructing the United 
States Sentencing Commission to scrutinize the records of feder- 
al judges who habitually impose lenient sentences on criminal of- 
fenders. According to Rep. James Sensenbrenner (R-Wis.), chair- 


man of the House Judiciary Committee, the amendment was made 
necessary by the “growing problem of downward departures,” or 
sentences that fall below the minimum prescribed by federal sen- 
tencing guidelines. 

In his annual review of the federal courts on December 31, 
2003, Supreme Court Chief Justice William Rehnquist “criticized 
Congress in unusually pointed terms” for passing the amendment, 
reported the January | New York Times. “It seems that the tradi- 
tional interchange between the Congress and the judiciary broke 
down,” complained Rehnquist. According to Rep. Sensenbrenner, 
no breakdown occurred: “This disagreement resulted from a pol- 
icy dispute between Congress and the judiciary and did not result 
from any breakdown in communication between the branches or 
a lack of opportunity for judges to express their thoughts on the 
issue.” 

In other words, Congress knew exactly what it was doing when 
it acted to rein in what it regarded as the abuse of judicial power 
in imposing sentences. It also acted within its constitutional pow- 
ers. Under Article II of the U.S. Constitution, Congress has ple- 
nary authority to define the appellate jurisdiction of all federal 
courts, and the power to create — and even to disband — any fed- 
eral court below the Supreme Court. 

Congress thus has the power to deal with abuses of judicial 
power by federal judges — not only in imposing sentences, but 
with respect to school prayer, the Pledge of Allegiance, public dis- 
play of the Ten Commandments, same-sex “marriage,” abortion 
and scores of other matters over which the judiciary has illicitly 
seized power. Congress can act, and it has recently done so as a 
result of public concern over crime. Prodded by an informed, or- 
ganized voting public, Congress can rein in the courts even further. 


KGB Tightens Grip on Russia 


Nearly four years ago, this column described how Boris Yeltsin’s 
appointment of career KGB officer Vladimir Putin to serve as act- 
ing Russian president facilitated a coup by Russian “chekists’”” — 
veterans of the KGB. (See “Russia’s Chekist Putsch” in our Feb- 
ruary 14, 2000 issue). We cited a report in the January 12, 2000 
Los Angeles Times describing the previous December’s celebra- 
tion of “Security Organs Day,” an annual commemoration of the 
founding of history’s bloodiest secret service, and most energetic 
promoter of international terrorism. At that event, Putin told a 
group of his associates in the FSB (the re-named KGB) that “a 
group of FSB colleagues dispatched to work undercover in the 
government has successfully completed its first mission.” The 
Times explained that Putin’s remark was “meant to be funny.” 
Russian sociologist Olga Kryshtanovskaya isn’t laughing. “For 
more than a decade,” observed the December 30 Christian Sci- 
ence Monitor, “she’s been Russia’s premier expert on the politi- 
cal, business, and security elites. But even Ms. Kryshtanovskaya 
says she’s alarmed by her own recent findings. Since Vladimir 
Putin came to power four years ago, she’s been tracking a dra- 
matic influx into government of siloviki — people from the mil- 


itary, the former Soviet KGB, and other security services — bring- 
ing with them statist ideology, authoritarian methods, and a drill- 
sergeant’s contempt for civilian sensibilities.” 

The siloviki can be found “holding high office in just about 
every ministry and government agency,” warns Kryshtanovskaya. 
Roughly 60 percent of Putin’s inner circle are “ex-military and 
security people,” as are 70 percent of the staffers working for the 
Kremlin’s seven regional emissaries. According to Krysh- 
tanovskaya, “security men are deliberately ‘parachuted’ into high 
government posts in a manner that resembles the Stalinist system 
of assigning commissars, or political watchdogs, to keep tabs on 
professional managers whose political loyalties may be suspect.” 

The siloviki “bring a mafia-like approach to government,’ con- 
tends Viktor Kremeniuk, deputy director of Moscow’s Institute 
for USA-Canada Studies. “They will deal only with their own kin 
in other branches of government. They have a sense of being se- 
lected; they are absolutely certain of their right to be in power.” 
More disturbing still is the fact that the Bush administration re- 
gards Putin and his siloviki comrades as key allies in the global 
“war on terrorism.” 
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Using Tragic Quake to Restart 
U.S.-Iran Relationship 


The devastating earthquake that rocked Iran on December 26, 
2003 left tens of thousands dead and thousands more homeless. 
President Bush responded to the tragedy by airlifting humanitar- 
ian aid to the stricken country. The president said the aid was a 
sign of compassion, not a message that he wants warmer ties with 
Tehran. “What we’re doing in Iran is we’re showing the Iranian 
people [that] the American people care, that they’ve got great 
compassion for human suffering,” he said in an interview from 
his ranch in Texas. 

However, like Team Clinton before it, Team Bush has been flirt- 
ing with normalizing relations with Tehran since taking over the 
White House. The current humanitarian overture appears to be 
merely a prelude to that normalization effort with the infamous 
member of the “Axis of Evil.’ The Bush administration point man 
in this effort has been Secretary of State Colin Powell, who has 
publicly floated the prospect of renewed U.S.-Iran ties several 
times over the past few years. Claiming to see “a new attitude in 
Iran,” Secretary Powell said in a Washington Post interview on 
December 29 that there “are things happening and therefore we 
should keep open the possibility of dialogue at an appropriate 
point in the future.” 

America’s foreign policy establishment, as epitomized by the 
Council on Foreign Relations, has been claiming to see change 
and reform in the Iranian regime for more than a decade. With the 
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Quake tragedy: Rubble of the devastated city of Bam in Iran. 


election of President Khatami in 1997, that chorus has been claim- 
ing to see more moderation in Tehran, despite overwhelming ev- 
idence to the contrary. CFR “experts” such as Richard W. Mur- 
phy and Gary Sick have been advocating restoring relations with 
the terror regime that were terminated in 1979 when Iranian rev- 
olutionaries stormed the U.S. embassy and held 52 Americans 
hostage for 444 days. Secretary Powell and many of his State De- 
partment underlings are members of the CFR. 

President Khatami is no moderate or reformer. A U.S. Senate 
report on terrorism points out that Khatami presided over a secret 
1984 meeting in Tehran to form an international terror brigade. 
He has played a central role in directing Iran’s global terror op- 
erations over the past two decades, using subordinate terrorist or- 
ganizations such as Hezbollah, Hamas and the PLO. 
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Losing America’s Livelihood 


ng US. 
The US. is headed for Third World status unless we change government policies that are driving 


businesses offshore, destroying jobs and putting entrepreneurs Out of business. 


by William F. Jasper 


Up to 14 million jobs ... are 
at risk of being shipped over- — 
seas, two UC Berkeley econ “al 

omists said Wednesday in a 
research report. . 4) 
— Contra Costa Times 3 

October 30, 2003 


“We’re trying to move every- | 
thing we can offshore,” HP — 
[Hewlett-Packard] Services | 
chief Ann Livermore told — 
Wall Street analysts at a 


meeting Wednesday. 
— Forbes, December 5, 2002 


But as the US economy has — 
slowly shifted toward service 
jobs, factory jobs have been 
steadily lost — in fact, in just 
the past 39 months, some 2.8 


million have vanished. 


— Christian Science Monitor _ 
December 11, 2003 


—— 


Will America be a Third~ 
World country in 20 years?” 


— Paul Craig Roberts, columnist- 
economist, January 21, 2003 


since 1960. Together with his wife, 

Kathleen, he operates three shrimp 
boats out of Tarpon Springs, Florida, north 
of Tampa Bay. He has weathered reces- 
sions, squalls and hurricanes. But he is 
now facing a tidal wave that has already 
buried thousands of his fellow shrimp fish- 
ermen. It is a tidal wave of foreign shrimp 
— nearly one billion pounds of it — crash- 
ing onto the U.S. market from Red China, 
Vietnam, Thailand, India and more than a 


Je Williams has been shrimping 


dozen other countries. 

Last year Williams’ outfit, Gulf Partners, 
Ltd., hauled in about one million pounds 
of shrimp. “We’ve produced about the 
same amount of product for the past sev- 
eral years,” he told THE NEw AMERICAN, 
“but the price we get has dropped dramat- 
ically. Our gross revenue has dropped 
more than 50 percent. But our operational 
costs haven’t gone down; in fact, they’ve 
gone up.” According to Williams, who is 
secretary-treasurer of the Southern Shrimp 


Alliance, an eight-state coalition of 
shrimpers, the value of U.S.-harvested 
shrimp was cut in half, from $1.25 billion 
in 2000 to $560 million in 2002. Employ- 
ment at southern shrimp plants dropped 40 
percent. 

The plight of America’s shrimping in- 
dustry is symptomatic of the dire conse- 
quences potentially awaiting every U.S. in- 
dustry. It also starkly illustrates how 
suddenly an entire sector of our economy 
can be targeted and hollowed out, if not 
completely destroyed. 

For generations, shrimping has provid- 
ed a good livelihood for several hundred 
thousand Americans in Gulf Coast com- 
munities from Texas to Florida. Then, vir- 
tually overnight, foreign producers almost 
completely took over the U.S. market and 
now provide 88 percent of the shrimp con- 
sumed in the U.S. And it isn’t because the 
foreign shrimp industry is more efficient 
or produces a better quality product. The 
real tsunami hit U.S. shrimpers in 2002, 


Sunk by government policies: American shrimp fishermen have been devastated by a combination of government regulation and trade policies that 
encourage dumping of shrimp by foreign competitors. Countries that have received billions of dollars in U.S. subsidies, such as China, Vietnam and 
Thailand, have taken nearly 90 percent of the U.S. shrimp market. 
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when the European Union, Japan and 
Canada banned shrimp from China, Thai- 
land and Vietnam because of detected 
residues of chloramphenicol, a potent, 
broad-spectrum antibiotic suspected of 
causing aplastic anemia and other blood 
conditions. China, Thailand and Vietnam 
unloaded their shrimp cargoes on the U.S. 
market instead, even though federal regu- 
lations prohibit use of chloramphenicol in 
food-producing animals and animal feed 
products. 

Shrimp fishermen like John Williams 
are fuming. “Another year like this and 
there won’t be any domestic shrimp in- 
dustry left to speak of,’ Williams told THE 
New AMERICAN, noting that he recently 
saw a repossessed $800,000 shrimp boat 
sell for $100,000 at a bank auction. “This 
is just plain wrong when a whole industry 
of hardworking, taxpaying American citi- 
zens can be put out of business like this by 
foreign competitors subsidized by their 
governments.” 

What Williams finds even more galling 
is that our government is subsidizing his 
foreign competitors, too! Yes, the same 
federal policymakers who have slapped 
domestic shrimp producers with onerous 
regulations, are not only helping his for- 
eign shrimpers with incredible trade priv- 
ileges, but actually aiding them with loans, 
grants and loan guarantees as well. 
Through assistance provided by the Inter- 
national Monetary Fund, the World Bank, 
the Export-Import Bank and other foreign 
aid programs, “we’re not only giving them 
loans and subsidies, but advanced technol- 
ogy too,” Williams notes with exasperation. 

In 2002 and 2003, Rep. Ron Paul (R- 
Texas) introduced the Shrimp Importation 
Financing Fairness Act, which aimed to 
stop some of these policies that are aiding 
the destruction of our domestic shrimping 
industry. The Paul bill would declare a 
moratorium on federal regulations that are 
making U.S. shrimping non-competitive 
and end funding of federal programs and 
international institutions that provide fi- 
nancial aid to countries that are dumping 
their subsidized shrimp on our market. 

Rep. Paul’s legislation names seven 
countries — Thailand, Vietnam, India, 
China, Ecuador, Indonesia, and Brazil — 
as the main dumping culprits. But para- 
graphs 8 and 9 of Section 2 are the real 
shockers in the bill. Most Americans 
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would be stunned to learn what 
our political leaders are doing 
with our tax dollars. Those two 
paragraphs read: 


(8) Since 1999 our Government 
has provided more than 
$1,800,000,000 in financing 
and insurance for these foreign 
countries through the Overseas 
Private Investment Corporation, and 
our Government’s current exposure 
relative to these countries through our 
Export-Import Bank totals some 
$14,800,000,000, bringing the total 
subsidy of these countries by the Unit- 
ed States to over $16,500,000,000. 
(9) Many of these countries are not 
market-oriented, and hence their par- 
ticipation in United States-supported 
international finance regimes 
amounts to a direct subsidy by Amer- 
ican taxpayers in the shrimping sec- 
tor of their international competitors. 


That’s $16.5 billion. With help like that, is 
it any wonder that these countries are able 
to produce the glut of shrimp that is de- 
stroying our shrimping industry? 


Different Industries, Same Story 

What do Gulf Coast shrimp boat owners 
like John Williams have in common with 
tool and die makers in the Great Lakes re- 
gion, sawmill owners in the Pacific North- 
west, Midwest farmers, Texas ranchers, 
New England manufacturers, or California 
software engineers and computer consul- 
tants? The same thing that their business 


TERRORISM 
. ee EAT ALERT 


ry American industry is 
vith extinction due to 
overnment policies that 
nerican producers and 

r foreign competitors. 


counterparts throughout the U.S. in virtu- 
ally every industry share: the threat of ex- 
tinction due to perverse government poli- 
cies that penalize American producers and 
reward their foreign competitors. They are 
caught in a vise of regulatory policies that 
have driven their operating costs far above 
those of their foreign competitors, and U.S. 
trade policies that encourage foreign pro- 
ducers to dump their products on the 
American market. On top of that, the U.S. 
government pours billions of U.S. tax dol- 
lars into subsidies for their foreign 
competitors! 

America’s tool and die industry is in 
danger of going the way of our shrimping 
industry. Why should that concern the vast 
majority of Americans who are not direct- 
ly involved in this industry? Because it is 
essential to all manufacturing. The indus- 
trial machinery that is used to manufacture 
almost everything — from cell phones, 
toothbrushes and Barbie dolls to comput- 
er chips, medical diagnostic equipment 
and fighter jet engines — begins with tool 
and die makers. We cannot expect to sus- 
tain a modern society, let alone defend our- 
selves and maintain our prosperity and 
technological leadership, without them. 
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hemorrhaging of America’s ma 
and blue-collar jobs, we now h 
and growing crisis involving the 
millions of hi-tech and white-c 


But our tool and die industry is rapidly dis- 
appearing. In Michigan, about 34,000 tool- 
ing jobs have vanished in the last five 
years, according to state labor data. The 
National Tooling & Machining Associa- 
tion (NTMA) reports that about 30 percent 
of the country’s toolmakers have gone out 
of business since 2000 and many more are 
expected to follow. 


“Guys that were earning 
$20 an hour two years ago 
making very high-precision 
tools are now stocking 
shelves at Wal-Mart,” said 
NTMA President Matt Cof- 
fey in a recent Detroit Free 
Press article on the plight of 
the tooling industry. Coffey 
estimates that there are 
fewer than 10,000 U.S. 
tooling companies today, 
down from roughly 14,000 
a few years ago. Which could mean that 
140,000 tooling jobs have disappeared na- 
tionally since 2000. This trend will prove 
disastrous for our country, if allowed to 
continue. 

“One of the advantages our manufac- 
turers always have had is that the tool- 
makers were here and were good,” Peter 
Morici, former chief economist for the 


US. International Trade Commission, told 
the Free Press. “It undermines the whole 
manufacturing base in the long term if they 
go away,” he noted. “When all these little 
toolmakers go away, they don’t re-open. 
Their sons do something else and that skill 
is lost. The decline of toolmaking is like 
the growth of a desert. Once it starts, it’s 
tough to stop from spreading.” 

Mr. Morici’s comments echo the alarm 
expressed by Bob Davis, general manager 
of Modern Die Systems Inc. of Elwood, 
Indiana, in an interview with THE NEw 
AMERICAN last year (“Your Job May Be 
Next!” March 10, 2003). “Our government 
has set it up so that it is unprofitable to 
manufacture here in the U.S.,” he told this 
writer. Mr. Davis noted the tremendous 
disincentives to production posed by taxes, 
regulations, employee medical insurance, 
and labor union obstruction — the com- 
bined effects of which are driving many 


“Silent Killer’ Strikes Again 


by William F. Jasper 


A recent tragic victim of the regulatory monster is the family- 


owned Wetsel-Oviatt Lumber Company of El Dorado Hills, 
California. Cecil Wetsel, the president and CEO of the com- 
pany, announced in August of last year that the company started by 
his grandfather in 1939 would be closing. A leader and innovator in 
the forestry and wood-products industry, Cecil Wetsel was recognized 
with the Outstanding Achievement in Sustainable Forestry Award in 
2002 by the American Forest Foundation. 
In presenting the award, the foundation noted that: 


Wetsel, who plants an average of 12 trees for each one harvest- 
ed, has created a forestry operation that stands as a shining ex- 
ample of stewardship for 
touring students and teachers 
alike. His company now 
owns and manages more 
than 17,600 acres of timber- 
land. In fact, 28 percent of 
those acres were non-pro- 
ductive land purchased after 
they had been devastated by 
fire, over-logging and min- 
ing. Since Wetsel-Oviatt purchased the land, those acres have 
been rehabilitated and reforested to create healthy new forests 
for the future. 


The family-owned Wetsel- 
Oviatt Lumber Company of 
El Dorado Hills, California, 
is a recent tragic victim of 
the regulatory monster. 


Exactly the kind of responsible stewardship and citizenship that gov- 
ernment policy should welcome and encourage, right? One would 


14 


think so, but sadly, that is not the case. For years Wetsel-Oviatt had 
struggled to obtain enough logs to keep its mill open. This meant buy- 
ing timber from the National Forests, in addition to logging its own 
forestlands. However, in the early 1990s, the U.S. Forest Service, in 
connivance with environmental groups, repeatedly blocked timber 
sales that had already been awarded to Wetsel-Oviatt. The Forest Ser- 
vice falsely claimed that the timber sales in question included spot- 
ted owl habitat. Years later, when the company finally got its day in 
Federal Claims Court, Judge Lawrence S. Margolis ruled that the For- 
est Service action in denying the sale was “arbitrary, capricious and 
without rational basis.” 

Judge Margolis’ 1998 ruling also found that the officials knew their 
findings were faulty when they ordered the sale canceled. He there- 
fore ruled that the Forest Service had acted in breach of contract. Fi- 
nally, in 2002, the federal government agreed to pay Wetsel-Oviatt 
$9.5 million for four canceled timber sales. But that was not suffi- 
cient to compensate for all of the state and federal regulations that 
constantly hamstring the timber industry. “Just to harvest trees on our 
own land, we had to file a harvest plan with the state of California 
that was an inch-and-a-half to two inches thick,’ Mr. Wetsel told THE 
New AMbRICAN. “The state biologists and water resource people 
could repeatedly change their minds and reinterpret regulations. It’s 
very time-consuming and costly. A harvest plan for 1,500 acres of 
our own land quickly jumped from $15,000 to $60,000 — before we 
even cut a twig.” 

Soaring California energy costs and a glut of Canadian lumber dri- 
ving prices down added to the difficulties of maintaining a compet- 
itive business. But the straw that broke the camel’s back was Cali- 
fornia’s infamous workers’ compensation tax. “When Governor Gray 
Davis passed his ‘reform’ bill, he said workers’ comp costs would in- 
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businesses into the ground, or out of the 
country. We are killing the goose that laid 
the golden egg. “Our country’s entire pro- 
duction capability will be stripped bare if 
this continues,” Davis said. “And with it 
will go all of the jobs and small and medi- 
um-sized independent businesses that are 
the bedrock of the American middle class.” 


Shooting Ourselves in the Foot 

America’s small- and medium-sized busi- 
nesses traditionally have been a vital 
source of jobs, as well as a wellspring of 
creativity, invention and innovation that 
has propelled us to global economic and 
technological dominance. Limited govern- 
ment interference in the marketplace com- 
bined with a general acceptance of Chris- 
tian morality was the key that unleashed 
the American entrepreneurial spirit and 
gave rise to our prosperity and the devel- 
opment of a large middle class. But the free 


crease 5%,” Mr. Wetsel 
recalled. “It actually 
doubled. Our premi- 
ums went from 
$760,000 to $1.5 mil- 
lion annually. It forced 
us to shut our doors.” 
Cecil Wetsel says 
that he has argued with 
politicians about the 
destructive impact of 
their legislation. “I’ve 
explained to them that 
every time you make 
business less profitable 
with more regulations 
and mandates, you de- 
stroy jobs,” he says. 
“American consumers 
and California con- 
sumers need lumber, 
paper and other wood 
products, and Califor- 
nia has forests that 
we're just allowing to 
burn down rather than 
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properly manage them. I ask them why they won’t let us do our job, 
why they want to have Canadian companies take all of the business. 
I don’t know of any Canadian companies that are paying into our So- 
cial Security, our Medicare, our income tax, our workers’ comp.” 
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enterprise system that made 
our economic miracle possible 
is being suffocated in a social- 
ist swamp of regulatory red 
tape. U.S. regulatory costs — 
especially from regulations al- 
legedly aimed at environmen- 
tal and safety risks — are par- 
ticularly hazardous to small 
and medium businesses. 

The true extent of that haz- 
ard is amply exposed in an im- 
portant study released in De- 
cember 2003 by the National Association 
of Manufacturers (NAM). The compre- 
hensive NAM study significantly noted 
that “compliance costs for regulations can 
be regarded as the ‘silent killer’ of manu- 
facturing competitiveness.” The report re- 
vealed that the regulatory, tax and mandate 
burden is adding at least a staggering 22.4 
percent (nearly $5 per hour worked) to the 


de Area of the Americas is 
rge the countries of the 
sphere into a European 
common market. Like the EU, 
FTAA would gradually claim 
verrule the national laws 
ons of its member states. 


cost of doing business in the U.S. relative 
to our major foreign competitors. To ap- 
preciate the magnitude of this burden, con- 
sider that these external costs imposed by 
government are more than twice the aver- 
age direct labor costs of U.S. manufactur- 
ers, which are 11 percent. 

NAM President Jerry Jasinowski noted 
that the NAM study documents that “we 


Killing jobs and business: Cecil Wetsel, owner of Wetsel-Oviatt Lumber Co. of El Dorado Hills, California, was forced to 
close his third-generation family business in 2003. State and federal environmental regulations, exorbitant workers’ 
compensation fees, and imported Canadian lumber were the culprits. He has sold the company’s forestlands and mill, 
which once employed as many as 1,000 workers. 


“The American public understands being over-medicated,” Wetsel 
told THE NEw AMERICAN, “but it doesn’t understand the cost of being 
overregulated.” And one of the major costs of overregulation, he 
notes, is the loss of American jobs. 


UD 


If America is to be spared sinking into Third 
World status, the American public must 
compel Congress to: abolish the socialist 
regulatory monster; control our borders; 
enforce sensible immigration policies; end 
all U.S. taxpayer subsidies to foreign 


competitors; and defeat the FTAA. 


are essentially shooting ourselves in the 
foot competitively by making it too ex- 
pensive to make products in America.” 
What’s more, the regulatory agencies have 
negated many of the impressive gains in 
production efficiency of the past decade. 
“Taken together,’ notes Jasinowski, “ex- 
ternal non-production costs have offset a 
large part of the 54 percent increase in pro- 
ductivity achieved since 1990.” 

“U.S. manufacturing has demonstrated 
the ability to overcome pure wage differ- 
entials with trading partners through inno- 
vation, capital investment and productiv- 
ity,’ said James Berges, President of 


—— is 


Emerson, a St. Louis-based 
manufacturer of industrial 
equipment. “But when the 
additional external costs de- 
scribed in this [NAM] paper 
are piled on, the task be- 
comes unmanageable, even 
in the best companies.” 

In fact, the piling on can 
be worse than unmanage- 
able; it is often fatal. Thou- 
sands of small and medium 
businesses already have 
been slain by this silent killer and many 
more will succumb to its deadly effects. 
(See sidebar.) 


Driving Jobs Offshore 

Even large corporations cannot absorb the 
crushing U.S. regulatory burden for long 
without losing competitiveness vis-a-vis 
foreign producers. However, large corpo- 
rations have options not readily available 
to many smaller businesses: They can 
more easily move their manufacturing and 
processing operations overseas, outsource 
many of their service sectors to cheaper 
foreign providers, and import cheaper for- 


Heading toward Third World status: Socialistic taxes and over-regulation combined with destructive trade policies are demolishing America’s free 
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eign employees under various visa pro- 
grams. And that is precisely what they are 
doing, in huge quantum jumps that defy 
any historic comparison. 

America is in the midst of an enormous 
job outsourcing boom that gives every in- 
dication of accelerating. In addition to the 
continued massive hemorrhaging of Amer- 
ica’s manufacturing and blue-collar jobs 
that began two decades ago, we now have 
a huge and growing crisis involving the 
flight of millions of hi-tech and white-col- 
lar jobs. If appropriate action is not taken 
to address the factors propelling this mas- 
sive exodus, it is not an exaggeration to say 
that America is headed toward has-been 
status. A much-quoted study by Forrester 
Research Inc. last year predicted that at 
least 3.3 million white-collar jobs and 
$136 billion in wages will shift from the 
U.S. to low-cost countries by 2015. 

An October 2003 report by researchers 
from the University of California-Berke- 
ley’s Fisher Center for Real Estate and 
Urban Economics suggests that the For- 
rester predictions may be extremely con- 
servative. According to the Berkeley re- 
searchers, as many as 14 million service 


enterprise system and are responsible for an enormous loss of jobs and industry over the past two decades. If we do not reverse course soon, the 
U.S. will fall from modern world leader to impoverished Third World has-been. 
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jobs are at risk of outsourcing. 

The authors of the Berkeley report, 
Ashok Deo Bardhan and Cynthia A. Kroll, 
note that “the recent boom in outsourcing 
is causing growing apprehension in the 
U.S. that this may well be the largest out- 
migration of non-manufacturing jobs in 
the history of the U.S. economy.” (Empha- 
sis added.) 

Many of these jobs are going to India. 
By tabulating reports in Indian newspapers 
and business journals for the month of July 
2003 alone, Bardhan and Kroll reported 
that they found “25,000 to 30,000 new out- 
sourcing related jobs announced by U.S. 
firms. In the same month, there were 2,087 
mass layoff actions carried out by U.S. em- 
ployers resulting in a loss of 226,435 jobs.” 

“The jobs being created in India and 
elsewhere are in a wide range of service 
sectors,” say Bardhan and Kroll, 
“such as geographic information 
systems services for insurance com- 
panies, stock market research for fi- 
nancial firms, medical transcription 
services, legal online database re- 
search, and data analysis for con- 
sulting firms, in addition to cus- 
tomer service call centers, payroll 
and other back-office related activ- 
ities.” 

In addition to the millions of U.S. 
jobs that soon could be leaving for 
India, China, Russia and other off- 
shore destinations, there is the 
added threat to American workers 
from imported labor. Hundreds of thou- 
sands of American information technology 
(IT) workers have lost their jobs in the past 
several years to foreign replacements 
through the L-1 and H-1B visa programs. 
American software engineers, computer 
designers, technicians, electrical engineers 
and other hi-tech employees are being re- 
placed by workers from India, Pakistan, 
the Middle East and China. 

No other country in the world has 
adopted such reckless and suicidal immi- 
gration policies. Incredibly, the Bush ad- 
ministration is advocating an amnesty for 
millions of illegal aliens that dwarfs the 
amnesty proposals of Bill Clinton. More- 
over, President George Bush and many 
members of Congress enthusiastically 
favor more outsourcing, more L-1 and H1- 
B visas, and more immigration overall. At 
a December 15, 2003 press conference, 
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President Bush stated: “I have constantly 
said that we need to have an immigration 
policy that helps match any willing em- 
ployer with any willing employee.” (Em- 
phasis added.) There is virtually an unlim- 
ited supply of willing employees 
worldwide who would be more than happy 
to immigrate to the U.S., but how is that 
going to help put Americans back to work? 

It won’t, says Jan Frelick, who has ex- 
perienced the outsourcing and foreign 
“temps” up close and personal. Mrs. Fre- 
lick worked for computer giant Hewlett- 
Packard in the San Francisco Bay area but 
transferred to HP’s facility in the Sacra- 
mento area in 1990. As computer security 
administrator for her division and a mem- 
ber of the division’s business control team, 
she had a ringside seat from which she 
watched HP outsource droves of jobs. 


FACTORY | 
CLOSED 


“Then, on August 24, 2001,” Frelick told 
THE NEW AMERICAN, “it happened to me. 
I wasn’t ‘downsized’ — the term they de- 
ceptively use — I was replaced. So were 
almost all other employees in many units. 
The IT Support Desk, for instance, which 
previously was staffed completely by 
Americans, is now staffed by people from 
India.” 


False Solutions, Toxic Antidotes 
The cheery advocates of globalization 
blithely dismiss concerns about massive 
job losses, the wholesale gutting of our 
economy and the flight of entire industries 
from our shores. Their mantra-like re- 
sponse is that the huge exodus of jobs, 
manufacturing, and technology is actually 
a good thing representing the elimination 
of obsolete remnants of the “old economy,” 
to make way for the higher value, cutting- 
edge technologies and jobs of the new 
global economy. These glib advocates are 
dealing in voodoo economics and glob- 
aloney social science. The jobs and tech- 
nology we are outsourcing do not have to 
do with genuinely obsolete technology 
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Outsourcing hi-tech jobs: Analysts forecast millions of U.S. hi-tech jobs — in areas such as 
engineering, data analysis, software design, computer programming, stock market research, 
medical transcription and customer service — leaving for India, China, Russia and other 
destinations over the next few years. Millions of manufacturing jobs have already been driven 
offshore, and closed factories have become common features of the American landscape. 
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FTAA merger threat: Mexican President Vicente Fox (left), Canadian Prime Minister Jean Chretien 


and President George W. Bush clasp their hands together at the close of the Summit of the 
Americas in Quebec City, Canada, April 22, 2001. Leaders of 35 nations agreed at the summit to 
create a Free Trade Area of the Americas by December 2005 that would eventually merge Western 
Hemispheric countries into a sovereignty-destroying regional arrangement modeled after the EU. 


like buggy whips and whale oil lamps, as 
the globalists assert. They have to do with 
the production of real wealth, real products 
and real services that are essential to sus- 
taining a modern, prosperous society. 

Where are the wonderful new jobs the 
globalists keep promising? Hundreds of 
thousands of skilled and experienced white 
collar and blue collar workers — engineers, 
computer programmers, toolmakers, ac- 
countants and technicians — are unem- 
ployed, or have been reduced to taking 
near-minimum-wage jobs. Political forces, 
not market forces, are driving these devas- 
tating changes. As we have noted above, it 
is perverse government policies that are re- 
sponsible for making American companies 
uncompetitive, subsidizing our foreign 
competition, outsourcing jobs and flood- 
ing our job market with immigrants and 
“temporary” foreign workers. America has 
gone through economic downturns before 
and seen periods of high unemployment. 
But the economy has always rebounded 
and the jobs have returned as businesses 
have revved up production. However, that 
is not going to happen with the thousands 
of businesses and the millions of jobs we 
have been losing. 


18 


The Bush administration and its allies in 
Congress — Republican and Democrat — 
have given no indication of reversing our 
disastrous course. Indeed they are propos- 
ing supposed solutions that would prove to 
be even more calamitous. They are sad- 
dling U.S. businesses with even more op- 
pressive mandates and regulatory overkill, 
while pushing for more job outsourcing, 
more temporary worker visas, far greater 
immigration quotas, an amnesty for illegal 
aliens and the removal of virtually all 
tariffs. 

Moreover, the president has staked out 
2004 to push for completion of the so- 
called Free Trade Area of the Americas 
(FTAA) agreement, a plan to merge the 
countries of the Western Hemisphere into 
a European Union-style common market. 
However, like the original European Com- 
mon Market, the 
FTAA is much more 
than a trade pact. It 
has been designed to 
evolve into a supra- 
national regional 
government, but in a 
much shorter time 
span than it took the 


Europeans to arrive at that stage. Like the 
EU, the FTAA’s central executive author- 
ity would be strongly socialistic and would 
gradually claim the power to overrule the 
national laws and constitutions of its mem- 
ber states. The FTAA Declarations, Plans 
of Action and Charter drafts call for re- 
gional “integration,” in accordance with 
the charters of the UN and the World Trade 
Organization. The FTAA would establish 
a bureaucracy of agencies to monitor, and 
eventually dictate, regional health, educa- 
tion, labor, environment, foreign aid, im- 
migration and security policies. Like the 
EU, the FTAA is set up to acquire, gradu- 
ally, full legislative, executive and judicial 
powers. As such, it is plainly a power grab 
disguised in the garb of a trade agreement. 

The most frightening aspect of the pro- 
posed FTAA is the fact that its realization 
would spell the end to our national sover- 
eignty and sweep aside constitutional im- 
pediments to the concentration of tyranni- 
cal power. But the more immediately felt 
effects would include a rapid dissolving of 
our borders and an enormous deluge of 
immigrants (both legal and illegal) from 
Latin America and the Caribbean. At the 
same time, billions of dollars of agricul- 
tural products, textiles, manufactured 
goods and other products will flood our 
markets devastating every industry sector 
in the same way that our domestic shrimp 
industry has been wrecked. 

These so-called solutions are manifest- 
ly suicidal. If America is to be spared sink- 
ing into Third World status, we must com- 
pletely reverse course. That means 
awakening and energizing a minority of 
the American public sufficient to compel 
Congress to: abolish the socialist regula- 
tory monster that is destroying our coun- 
try’s competitiveness; take back control of 
our borders and enforce sensible, reduced 
immigration; end all U.S. taxpayer subsi- 
dies to foreign competitors; and defeat the 
FTAA. It’s really very simple. Not easy, 
but simple. 
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Superfund Destroys a Business 


The demise of Robert Cox’s family business a decade ago is illustrative of the gross 
injustice wrought by the regulatory leviathan. 


by Isabel Lyman 


ike many other Americans, 56-year- 
L old Robert M. Cox of Oreland, 

Pennsylvania, once worked in 
manufacturing. And like too many other 
Americans of that background, Cox 
saw his small business — a family en- 
terprise that provided middle-class 
wages to scores of employees — de- 
stroyed by the federal regulatory 
leviathan. 

Ten years ago, Cox was the CEO of 
the Gilbert Spruance Company, a suc- 
cessful family business headquartered 
in Philadelphia. Since 1906 the compa- 
ny had been producing industrial coat- 
ings for the furniture and kitchen cabi- 
net industries. Clients included Bassett 
Furniture and Wood-Mode Kitchens. 
Spruance averaged $3 to $5 million in 
annual sales and had 45 to 50 employ- 
ees. In short, Spruance was the quin- 
tessential successful all-American 
small business. 

Cox is comfortable being labeled a 
“progressive” with regard to his politi- 
cal and business philosophy. He was in- 
volved in the first Earth Day celebra- 
tion and is an admirer of the late Robert 
F. Kennedy. His company was commit- 


and Superfund: A Small Business Story, 
published in 2002. 

In 1980, Congress passed the Compre- 
hensive Environmental Response, Com- 
pensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA), 
or Superfund. Administered by the Envi- 


Garden of Eden-like conditions. A Super- 
fund site is typically an abandoned factory, 
landfill or old mine. 

What has become a billion-dollar pub- 
lic works project that causes the average 
Sierra Club member to swoon also attracts 
fierce detractors. Jerry Taylor of the 
Cato Institute describes Superfund as 
“the regulatory equivalent of the Viet- 
nam War.” Peter Samuel, the author 
of Lead Astray: Inside an EPA Su- 
perfund Disaster, accuses the feder- 
al government of “looting the funds 
of major corporations and dissipating 
the tax dollars of local communities, 
jeopardizing jobs, disrupting people’s 
lives, and corrupting science while 
doing little or nothing for health or 
the environment.” 

The gross injustice done toward 
Robert Cox demonstrates that these 
scorching critiques are on the money. 

In 1984, one Marvin Jonas testified 
before EPA and Department of Jus- 
tice lawyers in Washington, D.C. 
Jonas said that he had hauled waste 
for several giants, such as DuPont 
and Dow Chemical, as well as for the 
small Gilbert Spruance Company, to 
dumps that had become identified as 
Superfund sites. Cox was told that 


Chastened environmentalist: Robert M. Cox, former 
Gilbert Spruance CEO, was among the organizers of the 
first Earth Day celebration in 1970. Twenty years later 
the regulatory apparatus Earth Day helped create 


ted to a “proactive position” toward re- 
cycling and waste disposal practices. 
Cox’s faith in the ability of his gov- 


Jonas, then rumored to be a resident 
of Costa Rica, was granted immunity 
for his testimony. 


ernment to do the right thing was badly 
shaken when he collided with the fed- 
eral juggernaut known as Superfund. 


Eco-fanatics Strike 

“When I started working in my business, I 
felt that an environmentalist in the paint 
and wood-finish coatings industry could 
co-exist with the federal environmental 
regulations so prevalent over the past 20 
years. My experiences, however, proved 
me incorrect,” writes Cox in his book, EPA 


Isabel Lyman is the author of The Homeschooling 
Revolution (2000). 
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targeted his own business for destruction. 


ronmental Protection Agency (EPA), the 
law, according to the agency, “provided 
broad Federal authority to respond direct- 
ly to releases or threatened releases of haz- 
ardous substances that may endanger pub- 
lic health or the environment.” Its mission 
is to locate, investigate and oversee clean- 
up of “dirty dirt” and contaminated 
groundwater from hazardous waste sites. 
One of Superfund’s more implausible 
goals is restoring these sites to pristine 


The soft-spoken Cox explains that 

“under Superfund, joint-and-several 

liability means that companies can be 

held accountable and responsible for 

the cleanup of an entire waste site, even if 

their contributions were only a fraction of 

the total. Actions that were legal at the time 

they took place are now viewed as 
criminal.” 

Even if one used a licensed hauler, as 
Spruance had done, and only a minuscule 
amount of waste was found at the site, as 
was the case with Spruance, the company 
automatically became one of the “poten- 
tially responsible parties” (PRPs) due to the 
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Superfund critic Peter Samu 
federal government of “looti 
major corporations and dissip: 
dollars of local communities, 
jobs, disrupting people’s live: 
corrupting science while doing | 
nothing for health or the environ 


punishing retroactive aspects of the law. 
Spruance, decreed the feds, was in- 
volved with eleven Superfund sites. At one 
dump — GEMS landfill in Gloucester 
Township in New Jersey — the company’s 
waste contribution was estimated at .023 
percent. Cox and his company were sued 
for a de minimis (minor) settlement of 
$150,000 to get the first phase of the 
cleanup of this dump completed. But the 
legal wrangling was only beginning. In 
1990, the EPA notified Spruance that the 
company was a potentially responsible 
party at another New Jersey landfill, and 


Spruance was asked to pay a 
settlement of $1.3 million. 


No Help from Congress 
Large corporations with 
deep pockets can afford 
Capitol Hill lobbyists and 
contingency plans (like 
shifting factories overseas). 
Cox had no such recourses. 
The beleaguered CEO made 
several trips to Washington, 
D.C., to plead his case. 

“They [the Senators] always had sym- 
pathy for the small guy, but as soon as I 
left, it was back to business as usual,” re- 
members Cox. 

Even though the ordeal took a toll on his 
health, Cox’s faith in the integrity of his 
family’s business pratices kept him moti- 
vated to fight the good fight. “We didn’t do 
anything illegal and did nothing to willful- 
ly pollute,” he says. 

In the end, Spruance did not have the fi- 
nancial resources to cope with the regula- 
tory suits. Nor did it have the capital to re- 
main competitive and continue to supply 
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wood finishes to loyal customers. After 
spending over $300,000 in legal fees, 
Cox’s “entrepreneurial dream” died. In 
1993, he sold his beloved business at a 
“bargain-basement price.” At age 46, the 
married father of two was forced to find 
new professional opportunities. 

He is now the president of Cox Envi- 
ronmental Consultants, where he wears the 
hats of adviser, activist, educator and 
writer. He travels around the country work- 
ing with government agencies and busi- 
nesses to promote market-based incentives 
to improve the environment. He speaks to 
audiences explaining what Superfund is 
and why it needs to be reformed. 

“Tf you look at a Superfund dollar, 45 to 
65 percent is going toward legal and ad- 
ministrative costs. They don’t have enough 
in the coffers to do the cleanups,” says 
Cox. Indeed. The Philadelphia Inquirer re- 
cently reported that the GEMS landfill in 
New Jersey remains a dump due to a grid- 
lock between the EPA and the New Jersey 
Department of Environmental Protection 
over “court negotiations.” 


Abolish It — Don’t Reform It 

While Cox is correct that a market-based 
approach to environmental concerns is 
needed, it’s clear that Superfund, and sim- 
ilar eco-socialist measures, cannot be 
“reformed.” 

Notes Jane Shaw, a senior associate at 
the Property and Environment Research 
Center (PERC) in Bozeman, Montana: 
“The Superfund legislation came about be- 
cause of misunderstanding surrounding the 
Love Canal waste site in Niagara Falls, 
New York. People thought that every waste 
site was a ‘ticking time bomb’ that would 
cause disaster. That was wrong, but the law 
was passed. Then, like many government 
programs, it faded from public conscious- 
ness. So, Americans have lost some of their 
freedom, and some individuals, such as 
Bob Cox, have suffered severely. But it’s 
difficult to turn these facts into policy 
change.” 

Adds Shaw, “And no matter how great 
the injustice, a businessman does not pull 
at the heartstrings of the public the way 
that more sympathetic figures, such as 
small children, do.” 

As for Cox, he remains a survivor: 
“They [the federal government] threw a lot 
of dirt on me, but they didn’t bury me.” Hf 
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Reviving the Draft 


With roughly half of our Army committed to the Iraq occupation, and additional geopolitical 
challenges looming on the horizon, the return of conscription is a very real possibility. 


by William Norman Grigg 


asked the headline of a Decem- 

ber 21, 2003 Time magazine 
story. Many National Guardsmen and 
Army Reservists — men and women who 
believed they had signed limited contracts 
to serve as part-time soldiers — are dis- 
covering that, in a very real sense, the draft 
has already been quietly revived. 


(a4 S hould the Draft Be Reinstated”’? 


U.S. Marines disembark from a helicopter in Bahrain in support of Operation Iraqi Freedo 


The December 29 Washington Post pro- 
filed two Guardsmen and a Reservist 
presently deployed to Iraq who had been 
slated for retirement last year. “On their 
Army paychecks, the expiration date of 
their military service is now listed some- 
time after 2030 — the payroll computer’s 
way of saying, “Who knows?’” observed 
the Post. The same is true of “thousands of 
soldiers forbidden to leave military service 
under the Army’s ‘stop-loss’ orders, in- 


m. Roughly half our active-duty military is committed to 


tended to stanch the seepage of troops, 
through retirement and discharge, from a 
military stretched thin by its burgeoning 
overseas missions.” Over the past two 
years, the Army has issued 11 stop-loss or- 
ders — roughly one every two months. 
Although Congress ended the draft in 
1973, it subsequently authorized stop-loss 
orders as a way of retaining personnel 
with combat experience and special skills. 
Despite the fact that enlistment in the mil- 


U.S. Navy 


= 


the occupation, and the mission is taking a severe toll on both resources and morale. With other potential crises looming in Asia, Africa, Latin 
America, and elsewhere in the Middle East, serious consideration is being given to a return to conscription. 
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itary is voluntary, each branch of the ser- 
vice can, at the direction of the secretary 
of defense, prolong enlistments indefi- 
nitely, thereby unilaterally redefining the 
terms of a service contract with an en- 
listee. “An enlistment contract has two 
parties, yet only the government is al- 
lowed to violate the contract; I am not,” 
observes Staff Sgt. Peter G. Costas, 
presently deployed as an intelligence in- 
terrogator in Iraq. “I would not say it’s a 
draft per se, but it’s clearly a breach of 
contract. I will not re-enlist.” 

In fact, at least one branch of the mili- 
tary has come remarkably close to admit- 
ting that stop-loss orders are tantamount to 
“a draft per se.” As it announced a stop-loss 
order last spring, the Air Force noted in an 
official news bulletin that “this action, 


while essential to meeting the service’s 
worldwide obligations, is inconsistent with 
the fundamental principles of voluntary 
service.” 


Over-stretched and Under-manned 
“This is the first extended-duration war the 
country has fought with an all-volunteer 
force,” notes Lt. General James Helmly, 
head of the Army Reserve. Although his- 
torically the Guard and Reserve were de- 
signed to be deployed rapidly and then 
brought home immediately, they have now 
entered what Lt. Gen. Helmly calls a 
“brave new world” of lengthy, dangerous 
deployments abroad. 

Most Guardsmen and Reservists pres- 
ently deployed to Iraq were initially told 
the mission would last six months, only to 


MILITARY 


have their tour of duty extended to a year. 
Lt. Gen. Helmly predicts that in the future, 
foreign deployments of a year or more will 
“likely become the norm.” This assumes, 
of course, that the Guard and Reserves will 
be able to attract and keep skilled person- 
nel. But that is hardly a safe assumption, 
as even Helmly admits: “Retention is what 
Iam most worried about.” 

A survey of troop morale published in 
mid-October by the Army newspaper Stars 
& Stripes disclosed that nearly half of the 
soldiers polled did not plan to reenlist. The 
morale crisis is particularly acute for 
Guardsmen and Reservists, who have 
borne much of the burden of occupying 
Iraq. Laments an Army Reserve officer 
from Milwaukee, “People are dropping out 
left and right.” 


Will They Draft Your Daughter? 


by William Norman Grigg 


riting in American Opinion magazine (a precursor to this 

W publication) more than 30 years ago, former California 

Congressman John G. Schmitz predicted that one conse- 

quence of the proposed Equal Rights Amendment (ERA) would be 

the conscription of women into the military. Indeed, some of the 

ERA’s most militant backers considered that prospect a selling 
point. 

“The equal rights amendment would make voluntary, as well as 
compulsory, military ser- 
vice available to women 
and men on the same 
basis,” declared New York 
Congresswoman Bella 
Abzug, a radical Marxist 
and founder of the mod- 
ern feminist movement. 
Writing in the April 1971 
Yale Law Review, Profes- 
sor Thomas Emerson, an- 
other radical ERA proponent, insisted that exempting women from 
the draft would be intolerably “sexist”: 


A society that permits the 
military to take willing 
mothers away from newborns 
and send them into battle is 
nearly ready to force that role 
on unwilling mothers as well. 


Such obvious differential treatment for women as exemption 
from the draft, exclusion from the service academies, and more 
restrictive standards for enlistment will have to be brought into 
conformity with the Amendment’s basic prohibition of sex dis- 
crimination.... Under the ERA, the Women’s Army Corps would 
be abolished.... Women will serve in all kinds of units, and they 
will be eligible for combat duty.... 
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Thus Rep. Schmitz was hardly an alarmist when he warned that under 
the ERA, the federal government would have “not merely the ‘right,’ 
but the “constitutional obligation’ ... to snatch our daughters into the 
Army, with all that would imply even now, when we at least main- 
tain separate women’s units and do not set the women to driving tanks 
or clearing minefields...” 

Despite the death of the ERA in 1982, much of Schmitz’s predic- 
tion has come to pass. Women who volunteer for military service are 
subject to stop-loss orders. Following the first Gulf War in 1991, 
Congress relaxed many of the restrictions on women in combat. As 
a result, noted the January 4 Miami Herald, women personnel in the 
second Gulf War “have participated more extensively in combat in 
Iraq than in any previous war in U.S. history. They’ve taken roles 
nearly inconceivable just a decade or two ago — flying fighter jets 
and attack helicopters, patrolling streets armed with machine guns 
and commanding units composed mostly of male soldiers. Seven fe- 
male soldiers have died in combat.” 

In the 1991 Gulf War, for the first time in our nation’s history, 
mothers were called away to war, albeit for service away from the 
front lines. In the sequel, mothers who leave children behind find 
themselves in the thick of combat. Many of the female soldiers in- 
volved in the current conflict are single mothers who leave their chil- 
dren in the care of grandparents or friends; such was the case with 
Lori Piestewa, who was killed in the same ambush in which Jessica 
Lynch was seriously injured. 

In many other instances, children in two-soldier families are left 
temporarily (at best) orphaned when both parents are called up. 
Twenty-three-year-old Sgt. Erin Edwards, a commander’s aide in the 
4th Infantry Division in Tikrit, “left her 3-year-old son and infant 
daughter with her in-laws because her husband serves in the Army 
in South Korea,” noted an AP dispatch. “I would love to be at home 
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Were it not for the stealth conscription 
of tens of thousands of volunteer service- 
men through stop-loss orders, the Army 
would face a severe manpower shortage. 
But the Army has actually used the orders 
to expand its ranks without legal authority 
from Congress. In testimony before the 
Senate Armed Services Committee last 
November, General Peter Schoomaker, the 
Army chief of staff, revealed that by block- 
ing the departure of roughly 40,000 sol- 
diers (including 16,000 Guardsmen and 
Reservists) the Army now numbers 


500,000 active-duty soldiers — exceeding 
the congressionally authorized ceiling by 
20,000 men. 

In brief, not only is there a quasi-draft 
presently underway, it has actually been 
used to expand the military, rather than 


simply maintaining its troop 
strength. While this effort has 
been confined thus far to those 
who volunteered to enlist, both 
the administration and Congress 
are quietly considering ways to 
expand conscription to the 
young civilian population at 
large. 


Tuning Up the Machinery 

“Since 1980, every able-bodied 
American male has been re- 
quired by law to register with the Selective 
Service System [SSS] within 30 days of 
his 18th birthday,” noted a September 18 
ABC News story. “It is that system which 
will swing into action in the unlikely event 
that Congress passes and President Bush 


ned thus far to those who 
enlist, both the 
and Congress are quietly 


ivilian population at large. 


signs legislation authorizing a draft... Ac- 
cording to current plans, men ages 20 to 25 
would be eligible, with 20-year-olds the 
first to be drafted. A lottery based on birth 
dates would be used to determine the order 
in which people are called up.” 


dren — but wasn’t initially given the choice. When she and 
Vaughn were both called up for service in Iraq, their seven chil- 
dren were left in the care of Vaughn’s mother and ex-wife. After 
the couple was called to serve their country abroad, Vaughn’s ex- 
wife filed for custody of the three daughters they had prior to the 
divorce. 

After Vaughn and Simone were granted an emergency leave to 
contest the claim, a judge ruled that one of them must remain be- 
hind to care for the children. It was decided that Vaughn would 
return to his tank platoon, and Simone — defying an order to re- 
turn to Iraq — would remain behind. She was given an adminis- 
trative punishment and threatened with criminal charges for going 
AWOL. Eventually Simone was taken off active duty and quiet- 
ly reassigned to the National Guard without further punishment. 

The Holcomb family’s predicament prefigures what we can 
expect if advocates of a revived draft prevail. Radical feminists 
of Abzug’s loathsome ilk supported conscription as a way of 
forcibly reconfiguring society. Although feminism reverently in- 
vokes “freedom of choice,” it, like every other variant of collec- 
tivism, ultimately aims to enhance the power of the state at the 
expense of liberty. Feminism’s chief target is the conventional 
family, particularly the increasingly embattled role of traditional 
mother. 

“No woman should be authorized to stay home to raise her chil- 
dren,” insisted feminist “foremother’” Simone de Beauvoir. “So- 
ciety should be totally different. Women should not have that 
choice precisely because if there is such a choice, too many 
women would make that one.” 

A society that permits the military to take willing mothers away 
from newborns and send them into battle is nearly ready to force that 
role on unwilling mothers as well. Hi 
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U.S. Army 


“Thousand-yard stare”: The familiar haunted look of a combat veteran can 
be seen on the face of Private Jessica Lynch, gravely wounded in an Iraqi 
ambush. Her friend Lori Piestewa, a single mother of two, was killed in the 
same attack. Both Jessica and Lori chose to enlist in the Army for economic 
reasons after being assured by recruiters that they wouldn’t see combat. 


with my kids, but I’m doing this for them,” commented Edwards of 
her children. “I wouldn’t want to do anything else.” 

Simone Holcomb of Colorado Springs, who like her husband 
Vaughn is in the Army, would rather have spent time with her chil- 
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Ending our occupation of Ira 
solve our deepening crisis o! 
manpower and morale. Re-i 
draft, however, would simpl 
architects of that catastroph 
supply of young people to was 
demented schemes for global 


Many current political leaders (such as 
Vice President Cheney) enjoyed student 
deferments during the Vietnam 
War. Under current SSS guidelines, 
however, college students could 
defer induction only until the end of 
the semester. There is also a system 
in place to draft medical profes- 
sionals between the ages of 20 and 
45. 

Although failure to register for 
the draft is a federal offense pun- 
ishable by up to five years in prison 
and a fine of up to $250,000, recent 
practice has been to ban those who 
refuse to register from receiving 
student loans or employment with 
the federal government. However, 
as liberal journalist Maureen Farrell 
observes, state governments — 
with prompting from Washington 
— have been exploring other ways 
to enforce compliance: “In May, 
2000 ... Delaware became the first 
state to enact legislation linking dri- 
vers’ license applications to Selec- 
tive Service registration and by Au- 
gust 2003, 32 states, two U.S. 
territories, and the District of Co- 
lumbia had followed suit.” 

The long-dormant SSS showed 
ominous signs of life last fall. In 
early November, “Defend Ameri- 
ca,” the official Web page of the Se- 
lective Service System, posted a no- 
tice advertising for volunteers to fill 
slots on draft boards across the 
country: “If a military draft becomes nec- 
essary, approximately 2,000 local and ap- 
peal boards throughout America would de- 
cide which young men receive 
deferments, postponements or exemptions 
from military service, based on Federal 
guidelines.” 
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Not surprisingly, the notice 
provoked a_ public furor, 
prompting the SSS to pull the 
notice from its website — and 
a terse denial from White 
House spokesman Scott Mc- 
Clellan that President Bush 
was planning to reinstate the 
draft. But the incident offered 
a timely reminder that the ap- 
paratus of conscription still 
exists, and can be activated by 
Congress — which is present- 
ly considering bills from both sides of the 
aisle that would reinstitute the draft in 


Co-sponsors for conscription: Congressman Charles 
Rangel (right) and Senator Ernest Hollings have introduced 
legislation in the House and Senate calling for a resumption 
of the draft. Rangel, one of the most radical leftists in 
Congress, insists that only by reintroducing the draft can the 
burdens of war “be fairly shared by all racial and economic 

groups.” 


some form. 

In late 2002 Rep. Charles Rangel (D- 
N.Y.), one of the most radical members of 
Congress, introduced a bill that would con- 
script all Americans — both male and fe- 
male — between the ages of 18 and 26 for 
either military service or some other form 


of federally dictated “national service.” 
“Under a draft,’ explains Rangel, “every 
economic group, every social class, men 
and women, would be given the opportu- 
nity to contribute to the defense of their 
country.” 

What Rangel proposes is a contempo- 
rary American version of the French Rev- 
olution’s Levée en Masse — essentially an 
indiscriminate draft of citizens for service 
in either the military or another state-des- 
ignated public enterprise. It also jibes nice- 
ly with the eighth plank of Karl Marx’s 
Communist Manifesto, which calls for 
“Equal liability of all to labor [and] Estab- 
lishment of industrial armies....” 

Rangel, a member of the House 
Progressive Caucus and a close 
friend of Cuban dictator Fidel Cas- 
tro, is among the most radical-left 
members of Congress. Thus it’s 
hardly surprising to see him embrace 
Marxist prescriptions for coercive 
social engineering. It might seem at 
least somewhat surprising, however, 
to find nearly identical proposals 
emanating from supposedly conser- 
vative Republicans. 

Reps. Nick Smith (R-Mich.) and 
Curt Weldon (R-Pa.) are co-sponsors 
of the Universal Military Training 
and Service Act, which would re- 
quire all males ages 18 to 22 to un- 
dergo “basic military training and 
education as a member of the armed 
forces,” as well as vocational train- 
ing, indoctrination about “homeland 
security,’ and instruction in U.S. and 
world history. Under the Smith-Wel- 
don plan, draftees opposed on 
grounds of conscience to bearing 
arms would be required to partici- 
pate in a civilian national service 
program. 

A Civilian Service Corps (CSC) 
proposed by Democratic presidential 
contender (and retired four-star gen- 
eral) Wesley Clark would blur the 
distinction between military and 
non-military service. Americans of 
both sexes would be permitted to register 
for service in the CSC for up to five years 
as an alternative to military service. The 
president would be empowered to call up 
CSC reservists to carry out disaster relief, 
humanitarian work, or tasks related to 
homeland security. In addition, noted a 
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Back to the future? The Vietnam-era draft provoked widespread riots and civic unrest, like this October 1967 draft card burning in San Francisco. 
While the revolutionary left mobilized against the draft in the 1960s, the Establishment left supports conscription today for the purpose of social 
engineering. But our volunteer military is capable of defending our nation without a return to conscription. 


CBS News summary of Clark’s proposal, 
“Civilian reservists also could be sent 
overseas for jobs like reconstruction in 
Afghanistan and Iraq” — missions that are 
accelerating the depletion of our over- 
stretched military. 


Social Benefits? 

Defenders of conscription — whether or 
not it includes military service — insist 
that forcing young people to serve the state 
is a worthy end in itself, whatever our na- 
tion’s military or security needs might be. 

According to Senator James Inhofe (R- 
Okla.), “There are huge social benefits that 
come from [the draft].... When I look at the 
problems of some of our kids in America 
nowadays and then I go visit the troops, I 
see what a great benefit it is to give people 
the opportunity to serve their country... 
I’m not on a crusade, but I think today’s 
youth could use more of that type of 
discipline.” 

In his 1988 book, A Call to Civic Ser- 
vice, Northwestern University professor 
Charles Moskos, the acknowledged “‘intel- 
lectual father of national service,” praised 
“the merits of obligatory and unpaid ... 
labor to do the necessary work of society 
that is dangerous, grueling, or dirty.” The 
“war on terrorism,” Moskos contends, il- 
lustrates the need for a “new-style draft”: 
“We need guards for our nuclear power 
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plants, dams and public facilities. We have 
done little to create the necessary border 
patrollers, customs agents and cargo-ship 
inspectors. Short-term draftees, under pro- 
fessional supervision, could perform these 
duties admirably. It takes less than four 
months to train a military police officer — 
precisely the kind of role most needed in 
peacekeeping missions and guard duties. 
This would free up professional soldiers, 
and it would stop the unprecedented acti- 
vation of reservists.” 

Moskos proposes a “three-tiered draft 
system” in which Americans ages 18 to 26 
would serve terms of 15-24 months in ei- 
ther the military, a homeland security 
corps, or a civilian service program like 
AmeriCorps — “and there is no reason 
women could not be drafted for the latter 
categories.” Indeed, most current propos- 
als for reviving the draft take for granted 
that women will be included in some 
capacity. (See sidebar.) 

All proposals for conscription begin 
with the premise that individuals owe ser- 
vice to the state, which can use them in any 
way it sees fit. While this arrangement is 
beneficial to collectivist social engineers 
who seek to expand the welfare state as 
well as the warfare state, it actually under- 
mines the fighting effectiveness of our mil- 
itary: The same government that has no 
compunctions about wasting other peo- 


ple’s money on myriad socialist schemes 
can just as eagerly waste the lives of other 
people’s sons — and daughters too. 

“A return to the draft is a very bad idea 
whose time passed with the world wars, 
Korea, and Vietnam,” declares General 
Robert Scales Jr. (U.S. Army, Ret.), a for- 
mer commandant of the Army War Col- 
lege. “These wars were tragically wasteful 
because in large measure they were fought 
with drafted soldiers. Drafted soldiers are 
far more likely to die in combat than long- 
service professionals.... Drafting teenagers 
and committing them to combat within 
only a year of enlistment will create an 
Army of amateurs. Our Army in particular 
has a sad history of committing to battle 
men who are too young and inexperienced 
to have much hope of surviving against a 
hardened and skillful enemy.” 

Our volunteer military is more than ca- 
pable of dealing with any foreseeable for- 
eign threat to our nation — when it is used 
wisely in the service of our legitimate na- 
tional interest. Ending our needless and 
counter-productive occupation of Iraq 
would go a long way toward solving our 
deepening crisis of military manpower and 
morale. Reinstituting the draft, however, 
would simply give the architects of that 
catastrophe an unlimited supply of young 
people to waste on their demented schemes 
for global hegemony. 
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AHEAD OF THE CURVE 


Rumsfeld’s Iraq Overture 


ITEM: A headline in the December 19, 
2003 Washington Post proclaimed: 
“Rumsfeld Visited Baghdad in 1984 To Re- 
assure Iragis, Documents Show.” A very 
telling subtitle added: “Trip Followed 
Criticism of Chemical Arms’ Use.” The ar- 
ticle began: 


Donald H. Rumsfeld went to Baghdad 
in March 1984 with instructions to 
deliver a private message about 
weapons of mass destruction: that the 
United States’ public criticism of Iraq 
for using chemical weapons would 
not derail Washington’s attempts to 
forge a better relationship, according 
to newly declassified documents. 


ITEM: The New York Times for December 
23, 2003 published a similar story, head- 
lined “Rumsfeld Made Iraq Overture in 
84 Despite Chemical Raids.” The story 
stated: 


As a special envoy for the Reagan ad- 
ministration in 1984, Donald H. 
Rumsfeld, now the defense secretary, 
traveled to Iraq to persuade officials 
there that the United States was eager 
to improve ties with President Sad- 
dam Hussein despite his use of chem- 
ical weapons, newly declassified doc- 
uments show.... During [the Iran-Iraq] 
war, the United States secretly pro- 
vided Iraq with combat planning as- 
sistance, even after Mr. Hussein’s use 
of chemical weapons was widely 
known. 


AHEAD OF THE CuRVE: Shortly before 
Christmas 2003, the nation’s “prestige 
press” were all atwitter about supposedly 
new information concerning Donald 
Rumsfeld’s 1984 trip to Baghdad as a spe- 
cial envoy of Secretary of State George 
Shultz and President Reagan. More recent 
subscribers to this magazine are most like- 
ly unaware (and veteran readers may have 
forgotten) that we have covered this issue 
several times over the years — and have 
provided considerably more detail and 
context than the recent stories about the 
new “revelations.” 

In a March 30, 1998 article, “Arming 
Saddam,” for instance, senior editor 
William Norman Grigg reported: 
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In fact, secret deals had been struck 
between Iraq and the U.S. foreign 
policy establishment in 1983. Even as 
the Soviets were nurturing Iraq’s em- 
bryonic chemical and _ biological 
weapons program, the U.S. State De- 
partment was making its own over- 
tures to Saddam. With the help of an 
obscure U.S. Department of Agricul- 
ture program, an equally obscure At- 
lanta branch of an Italian bank, and 
the involuntary assistance of the U.S. 
taxpayers, the foreign policy estab- 
lishment helped Saddam build his 
war machine, including his weapons 
of mass destruction. 
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Beating the mainstream media to the punch, 
the March 30, 1998 issue of THE New AMERICAN 
reported that the U.S. has given aid to Saddam 
despite his use of chemical weapons. 


In 1982, as a prelude to the U.S. 
“tilt” toward Iraq in its war with Iran, 
the State Department dropped Iraq 
from its list of states that sponsor ter- 
rorism. As Alan Friedman points out 
in his exposé Spider’s Web, this move 
meant that “Baghdad would now be 
eligible for American government 
loan guarantees” and that covert op- 
eratives in the U.S. intelligence com- 
munity “now had political cover to go 
ahead with their plans to provide U.S. 
equipment to Iraq, albeit by way of 
unofficial channels.” 

On December 17, 1983 — shortly 
after the Soviets had agreed to help 
build Saddam’s CBW capacity — 
presidential envoy Donald Rumsfeld 
visited Baghdad bearing a handwrit- 
ten letter from President Reagan to 
Saddam. “In it Reagan offered to 


renew diplomatic relations and to ex- 
pand military and business ties with 
Baghdad,” reports Friedman. Shortly 
thereafter the U.S. began to extend 
taxpayer-backed loan guarantees to 
Iraq. In 1984, for example, the U.S. 
Export-Import Bank (Eximbank) ex- 
tended a $500 million loan guarantee 
to Iraq to build the Aqaba oil pipeline 
— a project that enjoyed the person- 
al attention of then-Vice President 
George Bush. 

But Eximbank subsidies were too 
visible to serve as a means of under- 
writing Iraq’s war machine. So the 
foreign policy establishment selected 
an obscure Agriculture Department 
program known as the Commodity 
Credit Corporation (CCC). “As rela- 
tions between the United States and 
Iraq began to thaw in 1983 and 1984, 
the White House sliced Iraq a giant 
piece of the CCC pie,” explains Peter 
Mantius in his book Shell Game. “Be- 
tween 1983 and early 1990, Iraq re- 
ceived $4.98 billion in farm loan 
guarantees from the CCC.” Iraq is al- 
most entirely dependent upon agri- 
cultural imports, and its war with Iran 
exacerbated this dependency. As Ju- 
dith Miller and Laurie Mylroie point 
out, “The CCC credits were impor- 
tant to an increasingly cash-starved 
[Iraq]. Under the program, Baghdad 
had three years to repay the loans, and 
if Iraq defaulted, the U.S. government 
would be obligated to pay off the debt 
itself” — by extorting the requisite 
sum from the taxpayers, of course. 


In an October 21, 2002 article entitled 
“Building the Beast of Baghdad,” Mr. 
Grigg again reported on Rumsfeld’s Bagh- 
dad mission. “The foreign aid floodgates 
opened for Iraq shortly after Rumsfeld’s 
December 1983 visit to Baghdad,” he 
noted. “In 1984, the U.S. Export-Import 
Bank (Eximbank) provided a $500 million 
loan guarantee to Iraq to build the Aqaba 
oil pipeline, a project that earned the per- 
sonal attention of then-Vice President 
George H.W. Bush. But even more prodi- 
gious amounts of aid flowed from Wash- 
ington to Baghdad via the Agriculture De- 
partment’s Commodity Credit Corporation 
(CCC)....” Hf 

— WILLIAM F. JASPER 
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THE GOODNESS OF AMERICA 


Plucky Surfer 


On November 27, 2003 (Thanksgiving 
Day), 13-year-old Bethany Hamilton of 
Princeville, Kauai, Hawaii, went surfing 
near Rock Quarry beach at the eastern end 
of the Kilauea Point National Wildlife 
Refuge. As reported in the December 2 
Honolulu Advertiser, “she had some diffi- 
culty with her balance and missed the first 
two waves she tried for, but got the board 
sliding down the third and surfed it ag- 
gressively.” She enjoyed the venture so 
much that she went again the next day. 

Thousands of teens surf, but Bethany’s 
story is special because less than four 
weeks earlier, while she was surfing the 
West Reef area fronting Tunnels Beach in 
Ha’ena off Kauai’s north shore, a shark 
had bitten off her left arm four inches 
below the shoulder. Details of her ordeal 
and recovery, and her positive outlook and 
effervescent personality, captivated the na- 
tion and became one of the year’s most in- 
spiring and uplifting news events. 

At around 5 a.m. on October 31, Bethany 
arose and headed out for a morning of surf- 
ing with her best friend, Alana Blanchard, 


as well as Alana’s father, Holt, and brother, 
Byron. At 7:30 a.m. she took a break, rest- 
ing on her surfboard with her arm dangling 
in the ocean. Suddenly, what is believed to 
have been a 12- to 15-foot tiger shark at- 
tacked the teen, bit off her arm (along with 
a chunk of surfboard), and disappeared. 
Holt Blanchard was nearby, but did not 
see the shark. He only heard Bethany 
calmly say, “I got attacked by a shark.” At 
first he thought she was kidding, because 
she neither struggled nor screamed. But 
“all of a sudden she was paddling in 
toward Byron and Alana and myself. And 
I saw blood in the water and I realized she 
did get attacked. I paddled up to her and at 
that point I noticed her arm was gone.” 
Mr. Blanchard has been credited with 
saving the young the girl’s life. First, he 
bound the wound with his T-shirt. Then 
Bethany, who remained conscious through- 
out the ordeal, held on to his leg as he 
swam toward shore, where he applied a 
tourniquet fashioned from a surfboard 
leash to what remained of the arm. 
Bethany was rushed by ambulance to 
Wilcox Memorial Hospital in Lihue, the 
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same hospital where, coincidentally, 
Bethany’s father, Tom, had been scheduled 
for knee surgery that morning. Dr. David 
Rovinsky broke the news to him. The physi- 
cian told the November 21 edition of ABC’s 
20/20: “I knew how it would affect Tom, 
and it’s the hardest news you can share with 
another parent.” Mr. Hamilton recalled, “I 
just prayed to God that she’d survive.” 

She did, and 20/20 reported that “with- 
in days, she started taking the first steps 
toward her recovery. She’s already begun 
learning to do things with one hand, and 
adjusting to the physical and emotional ef- 
fects of the attack.’ Bethany told ABC 
News, “I think that I should just have a 
positive attitude toward things and the 
challenges coming up and if I have a bad 
attitude, then it’s not really gonna make it 
anything better.” The November 11 Los 
Angeles Times noted that only a few days 
after losing her arm Bethany left her hos- 
pital room to visit “a young patient suffer- 
ing with a tumor, to see if she could lift her 
spirits.” She also visited “a blind man and 
expressed a desire to help him.” 

Bethany is no ordinary teenager — and 
no ordinary surfer. Prior to the shark at- 
tack, she was Hawaii’s top female surfer in 
her age group. She is also a home-schooler, 
which enables her to compete as often as 
possible. Last year alone, she compiled 
what the November | Honolulu Advocate 
described as “one of the most successful 
runs of any amateur surfer in Hawai’i,” 
including: 

¢ First place in the girls/women’s division 
(which was open to all ages) of the Local 
Motion-Ezekiel Surf Into Summer contest 
at Ala Moana on Oahu, one of the state’s 
largest and most prestigious competitions. 

e First place in the explorer women’s di- 
vision of the National Scholastic Surfing 
Association’s (NSSA) Open and Explorer 
event on Kauai. 

¢ Second place in the NSSA national 
championships in San Clemente, Califor- 
nia (where she was also named an NSSA 
surfer/scholar for her 3.8 grade-point 
average). 

e Third place in the girls shortboard di- 
vision, and second in the longboard divi- 
sion, at the United States Surfing Federa- 
tion (USSF) National Championships at 
Oceanside, California. 

Bethany’s dream of turning profession- 
al may still be realized. According to Dr. 
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Rovinsky, surfboards and prosthetic de- 
vices could be modified to enable her “to 
do 95 percent of what she wants to do,” and 
“knowing Bethany, it’s not going to slow 
her down too much.” 

If there were any question as to whether 
or not Bethany would resume surfing, it was 
answered by the enjoyment she effused 
when, only a week after her stitches were 
removed, she took to the waves on Thanks- 
giving day. Two days before that first at- 
tempt, she had told CNN: “I can’t wait to 
get out. I’m really excited and not really 
scared of any sharks.” Moreover, she had 
quipped to the November 21 Honolulu Ad- 
vertiser that she had previously been 
known for flopping her arms around while 
surfing, but that the shark attack cured her 
of that. 


Heroic Kids 


Debbie Shultz, a teacher at Heritage High 
School in Rockdale County, Georgia, is in 
the final stages of divorcing Theodore 
Franklin Shultz, her husband of seven 
years. She had a restraining order against 
him, but when he was released from a 
mental institution on December 13, 2003, 
she was not notified. 

Two days later, one of her Spanish class- 
es had just completed a final exam when 
Mr. Shultz burst through the door. Clutch- 
ing a large knife in one hand, he momentar- 
ily paused before rushing toward his wife. 

Though many of the 16- and 17-year-old 
students fled from the room screaming, six 
jumped into the fray — tackling the as- 
sailant, pinning him to the floor, wresting 
the knife from his hand, and holding him 
until police arrived. 

As reported by the December 18 Atlanta 
Journal-Constitution, first to reach Mr. 
Shultz were Austin Hutchinson and Scott 
Wigington. The others who became in- 
volved were Nimesh Patel, John Bailey, 
Andy Anderson and Matt Battaglia. 

Mr. Shultz was charged with aggravat- 
ed assault, aggravated stalking, cruelty to 
children, disrupting a school and carrying 
a weapon on school property. Mrs. Shultz 
required stitches for slash wounds on a 
hand and a leg, but returned to class the 
next day. “Those kids are my heroes,” she 
told the Journal-Constitution. “Without 
them I wouldn’t be alive.” 

— Rosert W. LEE 
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CULTURE WAR 


Standing Up to One-way Diversity 


Pioneer High School in Ann Arbor, Michigan, used its annual “Diversity Week’ to 
promote the homosexual agenda. But resistance resulted in the event's cancellation. 


by Robert W. Lee 


ioneer High School in Ann Arbor, 
P Michigan, has an enrollment of 

about 2,700 students. For more than 
a decade prior to 2003, it held annual “Di- 
versity Week” confabs that included gen- 
eral assembly programs, “open mike” ses- 
sions during lunch hours, multi-cultural 
music and food activities, and panel dis- 
cussions on the topics of race, religion and 
sexual orientation. 

Diversity Week 2002 was held March 
18-22, and, as usual, the Pioneer High Stu- 
dent Council had responsibility for orga- 
nizing the week’s activities, pending ap- 
proval by the council’s faculty adviser. For 
the 2002 conclave, however, the council 
broke with tradition by inviting other stu- 
dent groups to assist in arranging the race, 
religion and sexual orientation panels. 

The only response to the council’s so- 
licitation came from the school’s pro-ho- 
mosexual Gay/Straight Alliance (GSA), 
which asked if it could run the sexual-ori- 
entation panel. Sunnie Korzdorfer, the Stu- 
dent Council faculty adviser, agreed to the 
request and turned the entire sponsorship 
and administration of the panel over to the 
GSA and its faculty co-sponsors. 

In earlier years, the Diversity Week pan- 
elists were students, but the GSA decided 
to modify both the composition and format 
of its discussion group. Rather than “sex- 
ual orientation,” the topic was changed to 
“Religion and Homosexuality”; and in- 
stead of student panelists, six pro-homo- 
sexual, adult religious leaders were asked 
to comprise the panel. Parker Pennington 
IV, one of two GSA faculty advisers, later 
admitted that the panel members (two 
Episcopalian ministers, a Presbyterian 
minister, a Presbyterian deacon, a rabbi, 
and a pastor from the United Church of 
Christ) were chosen “because the institu- 
tions they represent were welcoming and 
affirming” with regard to homosexuality. 
Some even wore their clerical garb during 
the panel session. 
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Opposing Viewpoint 

Elizabeth (“Betsy”) Hansen was a senior 
at Pioneer High at the time. She graduated 
in June 2002 and currently attends the Uni- 
versity of Florida. A devout Roman 
Catholic who believes that homosexuality 
is a Sin, she was also a member of the stu- 
dent organization Pioneers for Christ (PFC). 

Betsy had earlier expressed interest in 
participating on the sexual-orientation 
panel to espouse her traditional biblical 
position on homosexuality. When she 
learned that the GSA had been allowed to 
co-opt the event, and that only adult reli- 
gious leaders would serve as panelists, she 
asked faculty adviser Korzdorfer if she 
could invite an adult clergyman of either 
her (or PFC’s) choosing to participate. 
Since the GSA did not want a viewpoint 
other than its own represented, a contro- 
versy ensued. But after the Ann Arbor Pub- 
lic Schools equity officer (a licensed attor- 
ney) opined that Betsy should have a voice 
on the panel, Korzdorfer, with school Prin- 
cipal Henry Caudle’s blessing, canceled 
the panel. 

GSA’s faculty advisers promptly pro- 
tested the cancellation. Though Korzdorfer 
did not reverse her decision at the time, she 
asserted in an e-mail response: “I am tread- 
ing on shallow ground here, as I do not 
want to be sued. However, I support and 
believe in your vision of the religion dis- 
cussion. Let me know how I can more fully 
show my support.” 

During a March 15, 2002 meeting at- 
tended by school officials and the faculty 
advisers for both GSA and PFC, it was de- 
cided to again reverse course and allow the 
Religion and Homosexuality panel to pro- 
ceed as originally planned, with neither 
Betsy nor anyone else representing her re- 
ligious position permitted to speak. Just 
one school day before Diversity Week 
began, Pioneers for Christ was invited to 
arrange its own separate panel discussion; 
PFC faculty advisers Bill Johnson and 
James Brink, recognizing they would have 
insufficient time to properly organize an 


event on such short notice, understandably 
rejected the offer. 

So the Homosexuality and Religion dis- 
cussion went forward without so much as 
a single panelist to challenge claims that 
scriptural references to homosexuality had 
been misunderstood or mistranslated by 
others to mean that homosexuality was im- 
moral or sinful, or incompatible with 
Christianity. 

In arelated development, on March 13, 
2002 Korzdorfer had offered Betsy an op- 
portunity to deliver a two-minute speech 
during the Diversity Week general assem- 
bly. She would, however, be required to 
submit the text to Korzdorfer in advance 
for review. 

Betsy accepted the offer. After Korz- 
dorfer reviewed the draft of her remarks on 
the topic, “What Diversity Means to Me,” 
she passed it along to Class Principal Lara 
Erickson, who in turn gave it to Principal 
Caudle. Both Erickson and Caudle object- 
ed to this portion of Miss Hansen’s address 
because it targeted homosexuals: 


One thing I don’t like about Diversity 
Week is the way that racial diversity, 
religious diversity, and sexual diver- 
sity are lumped together and com- 
pared as if they are the same things. 
Race is not strictly an idea. It is some- 
thing you are born with; something 
that doesn’t change throughout your 
life, unless you’re Michael Jackson, 
but that’s a special case. It involves no 
choice or action. On the other hand, 
your religion is your choice. Sexual- 
ity implies an action, and there are 
people who have been straight, then 
gay, then straight again. I completely 
and whole-heartedly support racial 
diversity, but I can’t accept religious 
and sexual ideas or actions that are 
wrong. 


Korzdorfer called Betsy at home the day 


before Diversity Week began and asked 
that she make sundry changes in the 
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speech. Though she did not wish to do so, 
the teen complied, believing that she had 
no choice. Korzdorfer also reviewed two 
other speeches, but those speeches were 
not forwarded to Erickson or Caudle, and 
no modifications were required. 


Court Case 

In July 2002, in the wake of this political- 
ly correct censorship and religious bias, the 
Thomas More Law Center filed suit in U.S. 
District Court on behalf of Betsy, her 
mother, and the father of another Pioneer 
High School student. Named as defendants 


were Ann Arbor Public 
Schools, Pioneer High School 
and the pertinent school per- 
sonnel. The suit alleged, among 
other things, that Betsy’s con- 
stitutionally protected rights of 
free exercise of religion and 
equal protection of the law had 
been violated. The case was as- 
signed to District Court Judge 
Gerald E. Rosen of the South- 
ern Division of Michigan’s 
Eastern District. 

In a 67-page decision handed down De- 
cember 5, 2003, Judge Rosen asserted: 


This case presents the ironic, and un- 
fortunate, paradox of a public high 
school celebrating “diversity” by re- 
fusing to permit the presentation to 
students of an “unwelcomed” view- 
point on the topic of homosexuality 
and religion, while actively promot- 
ing the competing view. This practice 
of “one-way diversity,’ unsettling in 
itself, was rendered still more trou- 
bling — both constitutionally and 
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ethically — by the fact that the ap- 
proved viewpoint was, in one mani- 
festation, presented to students as re- 
ligious doctrine by six clerics (some 
in full garb) quoting from religious 
scripture. In its other manifestation, it 
resulted in the censorship by school 
administrators of a student’s speech 
about “what diversity means to me,” 
removing that portion of the speech 
in which the student described the un- 
approved viewpoint. 


Analyzing the case on the basis of earlier 
federal court (including Supreme Court) 
precedents, Judge Rosen concluded that 
the “Defendants’ level of involvement in 
this case in selecting the clergy for the 
panel, vetting the religious beliefs of the 
chosen clergy, recruiting the clergy, and 
providing school facilities and a captive 
audience of students for the clergy, and 
censoring and editing Betsy Hansen’s 
speech based on its religious viewpoint, 
constitutes the kind of ‘excessive entan- 
glement with religion’ found by the 
Supreme Court to be constitutionally 
impermissible.” 

Judge Rosen also held that the defen- 
dants had “discriminated against Betsy 
Hansen on the basis of both message and 
religion, denying her the right to deliver 
her message while at the same time af- 
fording the GSA the right to deliver its 
own religious message,” and that “Such 
discrimination is violative of the [Four- 
teenth Amendment’s] Equal Protection 
Clause.” 

In a December 5 news release, Thomas 
More Law Center president and chief 
counsel Richard Thompson lauded the “‘ju- 
dicial courage” Judge Rosen displayed by 
“refusing to bend to the winds of political 
correctness.” His decision, Thompson as- 
serted, is “a tremendous victory for the 
First Amendment rights of Christian stu- 
dents and a tremendous defeat for those 
who consider public schools as their pri- 
vate platform to advance the homosexual 
agenda.” 

In the wake of the 2002 brouhaha, Pio- 
neer High opted to forego Diversity Week 
altogether last year. And that, of course, 
was the best possible outcome, since the 
whole point of Diversity Week was to 
propagandize students on behalf of gov- 
ernment-approved “victim” groups. 
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Man of Science — and of God 


George Washington Carver believed that Providence guided his scientific investigations 
and that those investigations led to a better understanding of God and His handiwork. 


by Jodie Gilmore 


struggling peanut plant growing in 
A heavy Alabama clay; a poor, black 

orphan with no material resources; 
an ancient pecan tree standing solitary sen- 
try in a Georgia field: Many people would 
consider these at best mundane, at worst 
pitiable. But George Washington Carver, 
eminent researcher and educator, saw in all 
of these, and in much more, the very hand 
of God. 


God’s Little Workshop 

The ability to discern the infinite in both 
the animate and inanimate objects of his 
very finite world was one of Carver’s 
unique hallmarks. In an age where scien- 
tists had begun to view science and reli- 
gion as mutually exclusive, Carver stood 
out for his insistence that science pro- 
vides proof of God’s existence. He was 
fond of paraphrasing the eighth chapter, 
32nd verse of the Gospel of John, “And ye 
shall know the truth and the truth shall 
make you free,” as, “And you shall know 
science and science shall set you free, be- 
cause science is truth.” Or, more simply, 
“Science is simply the truth about any- 
thing.” 

Carver’s chemistry laboratory at Ala- 
bama’s Tuskegee Institute, where he in- 
vestigated the chemical properties and eco- 
nomic possibilities of peanuts, pecans, 
clay, soybeans, sweet potatoes and other 
substances, was filled with vials, bottles, 
and insect, plant, mushroom and flower 
collections. He often referred to his lab as 
“God’s little workshop.” He did not con- 
sider himself a scientific genius — that is, 
he did not take credit for discovering one 
or another product. Instead, he considered 
himself a conduit for divine inspiration and 
revelation: “[I] ask the Great Creator ... to 
permit me to speak to Him through the 
three great Kingdoms of the world, which 


Jodie Gilmore, a home-schooling mother of two, is a 


freelance writer. 
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“l love to think of Nature as 
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telegraph stations throu 

speaks to us every day, e 

and every moment of our | 
— George Washingt 


He has created, viz. — the animal, miner- 
al and vegetable Kingdoms.” 

Nor was Carver reticent about how he 
worked. In 1924, he spoke to an audience 
at a church in New York City, saying “I 
never have to grope for methods: the 
method is revealed at the moment I am in- 
spired to create something new.” The New 
York Times, strongly disagreeing with 
Carver’s juxtaposition of science and di- 
vine influence, published an editorial 
claiming that Carver’s comments revealed 
a “complete lack of the scientific spirit.” 

If “scientific spirit” means excluding 
God from the investigation of His own cre- 
ation, then, in that skewed sense, the Times 
was right. For Carver plainly considered 
God and science inseparable. He once 
wrote, “I am not interested in science or 
any thing else that leaves God out of it.” 
The Times, and many contemporary fellow 
scientists, simply could not understand a 
man who made statements such as, “I love 


to think of Nature as wireless tele- 
graph stations through which God 
speaks to us every day, every hour, 
and every moment of our lives.” 


From Tiny Acorns 

Mighty Oaks Do Grow 

Carver traced his simple but pro- 
found faith in God to a conversion 
experience when he was 10 years 
old, just a few years after the Civil War. 
The story is best told in Carver’s own 
words. 


A dear little white boy, one of our 
neighbors, about my age came by one 
Saturday morning and in talking and 
playing, he told me he was going to 
Sunday school tomorrow morning. I 
was eager to know what a Sunday 
school was. He said they sang hymns 
and prayed. I asked him what prayer 
was and what they said. I do not re- 
member what he said; only remember 
that as soon as he left I climbed up 
into the loft, knelt down by the barrel 
of corn and prayed as best I could. I 
do not remember what I said. I only 
recall that I felt so good that I prayed 
several times before I quit. 


During that time period, in the mid-1870s, 
many churches did not allow blacks to at- 


Youthful curiosity: The Carver Boyhood Statue, part of the George Washington Carver National 
Monument, commemorates Carver’s formative years on the Carver plantation in Diamond, 
Missouri. Those boyhood years spent exploring the fields and woods of rural Missouri 
prepared Carver for his more formal work at Tuskegee Institute, in “God’s little workshop.” 
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tend. So it was years before Carver actual- 
ly set foot in a house of God. But for him, 
all of Nature was God’s house. Carver had 
plenty of opportunity to explore nature, 
growing up on a small farm in Missouri, 
but he didn’t have an easy time of it. Born 
a slave in approximately 1864, he and his 
mother were kidnapped in a bushwhacker 
raid. Carver was rescued (in exchange for 
a racehorse), but he never saw his mother 
again. His father died before he was born. 
From these humble beginnings came one 
of the most talented researchers this coun- 
try has ever seen. 

Carver left the home farm when he was 
about 10 years old, in search of an educa- 
tion. Attending school was of paramount 
importance to him, but there were serious 
obstacles. Most schools did not allow 
blacks to attend, and, of course, Carver had 
no money. However, through a combina- 
tion of Providence and hard work, Carver 
not only finished elementary and high 
school, but in 1890 became the first black 
student at Simpson College in Iowa. He 
later obtained a Master’s Degree in agri- 
culture from Iowa State University. He ex- 
celled in his classes and research, and in 
1896 Booker T. Washington asked him to 
come to Tuskegee Institute to lead Tus- 
kegee’s new Department of Agriculture. 

It was at Tuskegee that Carver began to 
leave his indelible mark on history and on 
Southern agriculture. Carver loved the 
South, and he hated to see his fellow farm- 
ers languishing in poverty in the econom- 
ic aftermath of the Civil War. He was con- 
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vinced that new products, and a new atti- 
tude, could transform the South from an 
economic wasteland into an economic 
powerhouse. At the heart of his plan was 
the simple phrase, “waste not, want not.” 
Carver recognized that what most people 
saw as waste products were actually unde- 
veloped natural resources. He once wrote 
an editorial in the Birmingham News that 
stated, “‘Take care of the waste on the 
farm and turn it into useful channels’ 
should be the slogan of every farmer.” 

Carver led the way in showing exactly 
how to accomplish this feat. He found in 
myriad common resources — the many va- 
rieties of clay available in the South, the 
medicinal plants that may easily be grown 
in the southern climate, the cow pea, the 
soy bean, the velvet bean, the pecan, the 
sweet potato, and the “humble peanut” — 
the means to “fill the empty dinner pail, en- 
rich our soils, [and] bring greater wealth 
and influence to our beautiful South land, 
which is synonymous to a healthy, happy 
and contented people.” 

One of the South’s main problems was 
depleted soils from years of growing in- 
tensive crops of cotton and tobacco. Car- 
ver pioneered organic fertilizer techniques, 
encouraging Southern farmers to plant 
peanuts — a crop high in nitrates that 
would build the soil back up. Of course, 
that resulted in farmers having an over- 
abundance of peanuts, prompting Carver 
to discover economically rewarding uses 
for them instead of simply throwing them 
away. His description of how he came to 
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Common ground: Although Booker T. 
Washington (left) and Carver didn’t 
always see eye-to-eye on the minutiae of 
Carver's administrative duties at 
Tuskegee Institute (above), they did 
share two abiding passions — the 
continuing education of their fellow 
black American citizens, and the 
bolstering of a stumbling post-Civil War 
Southern economy. 


develop over 300 products from peanuts 
alone is revealing of Carver’s scientific 
methodology: 


Why, I just took a handful of peanuts 
and looked at them. “Great Creator,’ 
I said, “why did you make the 
peanut? Why?” With such knowledge 
as I had of chemistry and physics I set 
to work to take the peanut apart. I sep- 
arated the water, the fats, the oils, the 
gums, the resins, sugars, starches, 
pectoses, pentoses, pentosans, legu- 
men, lysin, the amino and amido 
acids. There! I had the parts of the 
peanut all spread out before me. Then 
I merely went on to try different com- 


binations of those parts, under differ- 
ent conditions of temperature, pres- 
sure, and so forth. 


With these “parts,” Carver discovered 
more than 300 peanut-related products, in- 
cluding milk, cream, cheese, buttermilk, 
instant coffee, face powder, ink, dyes, 
vinegar, soap, wood stains and creosote. 


Let Your Light Shine 

Unlike many researchers, who become to- 
tally absorbed by their work and view in- 
teractions with other people as annoying 
intrusions, Carver spent much of his time 
evangelizing; he wanted to share his love 
of science and love of God with as many 


Carver’s Discoveries 


by Jodie Gilmore 


arver’s scientific discoveries included more than 300 different products derived 
from the peanut, some 100 from sweet potatoes, about 75 from pecans, and many 


more from Georgia clay. 


Here is just a sampling of items, many of them peanut-based, emanating from the 
partnership between Carver and his Creator: milk, cream, cheese, buttermilk, instant 
coffee, face powder, ink, dyes, vinegar, soap, wood stains, creosote, plastics, linoleum, 
metal polish, synthetic rubber, adhesives, axle grease, bleach, chili sauce, flour, fuel bri- 
quettes, insulating board, mayonnaise, meat tenderizer, paper, rubbing oils, salve, sham- 
poo, shoe polish, shaving cream, synthetic marble, talcum powder, vanishing cream, 
worcestershire sauce, highway paving material, and cooking oil. 

Although Carver discovered over 500 separate products in his almost 50 years at 
Tuskegee, he held only three patents. “God gave them to me,” stated Carver. “How can 


I sell them to someone else?” 


37 


people as possible. He held evening Bible 
classes at Tuskegee Institute, after he had 
finished his teaching, research and ad- 
ministrative duties. He was also a leader in 
the Young Men’s Christian Association 
(YMCA), where he told young people how 
they could come to understand the mys- 
teries of God by studying nature. In 1927, 
in a letter to YMCA official Jack Boyd, 
he wrote: 


How I thank God every day that I can 
walk and talk with Him. Just last 
week I was reminded of His omnipo- 
tence, majesty and power through a 
little specimen of mineral sent me for 
analysis from Bakersfield, California. 
I have dissolved it, purified it, made 
conditions favorable for the formation 
of crystals, when lo before my very 
eyes, a beautiful bunch of sea green 
crystals have formed and alongside of 
them a bunch of snow white ones. 
Marvel of marvels, how I wish I had 
you in God’s little workshop for a 
while, how your soul would be 
thrilled and lifted up. 


Carver also mentored several young men 
in whom he saw great promise, both in 
terms of faith, and in the arts and sciences. 
He referred to these protégés as “my boys” 
and maintained a regular correspondence 
with them, offering advice on all manner 
of issues as they matured. In particular, he 
urged his “boys” to use Nature as a means 
to coming to know their Creator, even if 
they had no laboratory in which to work: 
“To those who have as yet not learned the 
secret of true happiness, which is the joy 
of coming into the closest relationship with 
the Maker and Preserver of all things: 
begin now to study the little things in your 
own door yard, going from the known to 
the nearest related unknown for indeed 
each new truth brings one nearer to God.” 

Throughout his life, Carver stressed that 
service to fellow citizens was of utmost 
importance — far more important than 
money. Early in life he penned the follow- 
ing words: “No individual has any right to 
come into the world and go out of it with- 
out leaving behind him distinct and legiti- 
mate reasons for having passed through it.” 
When Carver passed on to his Heavenly re- 
ward on January 5, 1943, he had definite- 
ly lived up to his own creed. 
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Inspiration for Invention 


Ce read the following poem during his commencement address at Selma Uni- 
versity on May 17, 1942, less than a year before his death. The poem, written by 
Edgar A. Guest, captures Carver’s belief in what an individual can accomplish if only 
he fully utilizes the equipment God has given him. 


— Equipment — 


Figure it out for yourself, my lad, 

You've all that the greatest of men have had, 
Two arms, two hands, two legs, two eyes 
And a brain to use if you would be wise. 
With this equipment they all began, 

So start for the top and say, “I can.” 


Look them over, the wise and great 

They take their food from a common plate, 

And similar knives and forks they use, 

With similar laces they tie their shoes. 

The world considers them brave and smart, 

But you’ve all they had when they made 
their start. 


You can triumph and come to skill, 

You can be great if you only will. 

You’re well equipped for what fight you 
choose, 

You have legs and arms and a brain to use, 


And the man who has risen great deeds to 
do 
Began his life with no more than you. 


You are the handicap you must face, 

You are the one who must choose your 
place, 

You must say where you want to go, 

How much you will study the truth to 
know. 

God has equipped you for life, but He 

Lets you decide what you want to be. 


Courage must come from the soul within, 

The man must furnish the will to win. 

So figure it out for yourself, my lad. 

You were born with all that the great have 
had, 

With your equipment they all began, 

Get hold of yourself and say: “I can.” 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 


Armed Citizen Helps 
End Manhunt 


On October 18, 2003, A.J. and Patsy 
Cantrell were slain in their home in 
Depew, Oklahoma. Mr. Cantrell was se- 
verely beaten about his face and head, 
while his wife of more than 50 years died 
from a shotgun blast to her back. 

The Cantrells lived across the street 
from John and Carla Wright, whose daugh- 
ter, Kathy Biggs, had recently broken up 
with boyfriend Scott Eizember. Biggs and 
Eizember had shared a Tulsa apartment, 
but, after Eizember became abusive, Biggs 
severed the relationship and moved out. 
She also filed burglary and domestic 
charges against Eizember. Although jailed, 
Eizember managed to get out on bond. He 
then made his way to the Cantrell house on 
October 18, apparently murdering the 
owners so he could use the house as a 
watch post while waiting for Biggs to re- 
turn to her parents’ home. 

Later that day, after Carla Wright and 
Biggs’ son, Tyler (16), returned home, 
Eizember confronted them and tried to 


force them to disclose Biggs’ whereabouts. 
When Tyler began to run, Eizember shot 
him, and when Mrs. Wright began scream- 
ing, the enraged man beat her severely with 
the butt of the shotgun. 

Tyler climbed into his pickup truck, but, 
as he attempted to drive away, Eizember 
jumped into the truck bed and shot the 
youth again. The vehicle crashed, and 
Eizember fled from the scene. Tyler was 
hospitalized in critical condition, but sur- 
vived and is recovering. Mrs. Wright was 
hospitalized for a few days and released. 

Law enforcement personnel combed the 
Creek County area close to the crime scene 
for nearly three weeks before scaling back 
the search after no signs of Eizember were 
found. On November 8, he was featured on 
the popular Fox television show America’s 
Most Wanted. But not until November 23, 
when Eizember was spotted in the pantry 
of a food bank next door to the First 
Methodist Church in Depew, was there a 
major break in the case. 

Evidence subsequently gathered by au- 
thorities indicated that, after hiding in the 
woods for many days (during which he 
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broke into at least three homes to steal food 
and water), Eizember snuck into the 
church food bank on or about October 29, 
hid in a closet with access to the building’s 
attic, and thereafter watched news reports 
about the manhunt on television while pil- 
fering pantry food. 

Shortly before 9:30 a.m. on November 
23, Doyce Pitre, an elderly female food 
bank volunteer, went to the pantry to col- 
lect some provisions for a needy family. 
When she opened the door, she saw 
Eizember, who was armed with a handgun. 
The frightened woman turned and ran to a 
nearby house to call police, falling and 
breaking an ankle on the way. Eizember 
took Pitre’s keys from the pantry door 
where she had left them, found her car, and 
drove about 200 miles before running out 
of gas near Waldron, Arkansas. 

Meanwhile, Dr. Samuel Peebles and his 
wife Suzanne were on their way home to 
Nashville, Arkansas, when they noticed the 
pantry worker’s disabled car and stopped 
to see if they could render assistance. (He 
is an emergency room physician, and she 
is a registered nurse.) Eizember told them 
that he was on his way to Texarkana (on 
the Texas-Arkansas border) to pick up his 
girlfriend. 

The Peebles offered him a lift to a near- 
by convenience store, but, as they ap- 
proached the store, Eizember pulled his 
handgun and ordered them to keep driving. 
Mrs. Peebles tried unsuccessfully to wres- 
tle the gun from him, then Dr. Peebles im- 
plored him to simply take their van and 
leave them unharmed. But Eizember said 
he wanted them to drive and warned, “I’m 
already gonna be on death row in Okla- 
homa. I wouldn’t hesitate killing you.” 

During what ended up being a 300-mile 
journey south, the Peebles convinced their 
captor to stop for a bathroom break. 
Eizember made them visit the restrooms 
separately, threatening to shoot one if the 
other attempted to “pull anything.” 

During a second restroom stop, Dr. 
Peebles was finally able to slump down 
and retrieve a .22-caliber revolver kept for 
self-protection in the compartment of a van 
door. He hid it in the lining of his jacket. 
Later, during yet another bathroom break 
near Lufkin, Texas, Dr. Peebles decided to 
make his move. As he emerged from the 
van, he drew the revolver and started firing 
until the gun was empty. 
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Three shots found their mark, striking 
Eizember in the chest, but they did not dis- 
able him. Eizember began pistol-whipping 
Dr. Peebles, who later recalled that “after 
about the third blow, I just went down and 
stayed on the ground and acted like I was 
out.” He expected to be shot, but was not. 
Only later did he learn that the firing pin in 
Eizember’s gun was defective. 

Eizember fled in the van, leaving the 
Peebles stranded. The couple walked to a 
nearby home, where the resident called 
911 and told the operator that a man and 
woman had come to his home bleeding and 
needing help. The Peebles were treated for 
their relatively minor injuries at a hospital 
in Lufkin before returning to Nashville. 

Eizember drove about two dozen miles 
further south before stopping at a grocery 
store in Corrigan to ask for help with his 
wounds. A store employee called police, 
but by the time they arrived Eizember had 
fled. The store clerk’s detailed description 
of both the suspect and the van enabled au- 
thorities to soon spot the vehicle and force 
Eizember to pull over, bringing the 37-day 
manhunt to an end. 

Eizember was hospitalized for a few 
days for treatment of his wounds, then 
transferred to the Angelina County jail in 
Lufkin. He was charged with first-degree 
murder (two counts), shooting with intent 
to kill, and assault and battery with a 
deadly weapon. He also faces federal 
charges for kidnapping the Peebles. After 
waiving extradition, he was returned to 
Oklahoma, where he pleaded innocent to 
the charges during his arraignment. A pre- 
liminary hearing was scheduled for Janu- 
ary 2 in Bristow, where “Doyce Pitre 
Day” had been declared on November 26 
to honor the food bank volunteer who first 
spotted him and called police. Pitre was 
given a key to the city, a $1,800 check and 
a van. 

Dr. Peebles has been lauded as a hero, 
but he told reporters on November 25 that 
he was “just a man who survived a difficult 
situation by the grace of God and the help 
of prayers of so many people. I am a man 
who was trying his hardest to keep himself 
and his wife alive.” While he did not “take 
delight in having to shoot Mr. Eizember,” 
and had always opposed violence, he be- 
lieves that “this situation called for the 
action I took.” 

— Rosert W. LEE 
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Racist motives: The “white man is the devil,” 
convicted sniper Lee Boyd Malvo wrote in a 
jailhouse message. Prosecutors ignored the 


evidence that Malvo’s motives for killing 10 people 


were racist. 


The Ignored Jihad 


Item: What were the snipers’ motives in 
the attacks that left 10 people dead in the 
Washington, D.C., area in the fall of 2002? 
At the trial of Lee Boyd Malvo in Virginia, 
the Washington Post for December 16, 
2003 echoed the prosecution: “In his clos- 
ing statement, Fairfax County Common- 
wealth’s Attorney Robert F: Horan Jr. told 
the jury that [FBI analyst Linda] 
Franklin’s murder was a ‘willful, deliber- 
ate, premeditated killing.’ ... [Horan] said 
it was easy to understand a murder when 
the motive was revenge or the result of a 
passionate dispute. But he said the ran- 
domness of the sniper murders made the 
crimes ‘foul and mean.’ The murders were 
committed for one reason, he told the jury, 
to extort money from the government.” 
BETWEEN THE LINES: Perhaps extortion 
was one aim of the snipers who terrorized 
the nation’s capital. But racial hatred and 
Islamic fanaticism were also deeply in- 
volved, though the mass media took little 
notice. Can you imagine if the murderers 
had been white racists who called them- 
selves Christians and raged against blacks 
or Muslims? There would have been wall- 
to-wall analysis of the “hate crimes.” 

The prosecution, however, did not focus 
on racial hatred as a motive, despite the 
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fact that that is what the evidence indi- 
cated, as seen in exhibits introduced by 
Lee Malvo’s defense. A jailhouse mes- 
sage from Malvo said the “white man 
is the devil.” He wrote, “This is a race 
war.” Hundreds of Malvo’s drawings 
were introduced; some depict heroic 
poses of Osama bin Laden (labeled 
“Prophet’’), Louis Farrakhan of the Na- 
tion of Islam, Black Muslim Malcolm 
X, Libyan dictator Muammar Qaddafi 
(“The Liberator’), and former Iraqi dic- 
tator Saddam Hussein (“The Protec- 
tor’). Another drawing of Malvo and 
sniper partner John Muhammad says, 
“We will kill them all. Jihad.” 

A defense psychologist indicated 
that the purpose for the killing spree 
was to incite a racial revolution over the 
“continued oppression of black peo- 
ple,” then to establish a utopian black 
colony in Canada. 

While the sniper victims were of var- 
ied races, Malvo told a jailer that was part 
of the shooters’ design, since it helped 
to mask their motives and avoid capture. 


Hungry for Publicity? 

Irem: The Sacramento Bee for December 
24, 2003 reported, “In its annual survey of 
hunger and homelessness in the country, 
the U.S. Conference of Mayors ([USCOM] 
reports a worrisome uptick on both fronts. 
Requests for emergency food assistance in- 
creased by an average of 17 percent in the 
25 cities surveyed for the report.” 
BETWEEN THE LINES: Since 1987, the 
USCOM reports have been short on 
methodology but long on sensation. They 
have actually indicated that emergency 
food use has increased by an average of 17 
percent each year! As the Heritage Foun- 
dation notes, the number receiving emer- 
gency food aid appears to double every 
four years. Is it plausible that there were 12 
times as many receiving food aid in 2001 
as in 1986? 

However, USCOM reports do not in- 
clude actual numbers; they reflect a self- 
reporting survey of operators. More de- 
tailed studies do not show anything close 
to USCOM’s findings, which are released 
at Christmastime for maximum impact. 

As government statistics compiled by 
the Heritage Foundation demonstrate, 
while USCOM was claiming an increase 
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in food-bank use of 150 percent between 
1995 and 2001, data gathered by the U.S. 
census in central cities and nationwide 
showed no rise. Second Harvest, the 
largest distributor to food banks, reported 
that emergency food use increased by 9 
percent between 1997 and 2001; however, 
during that period USCOM was saying it 
jumped almost 100 percent. 


The Kwanzaa Con 


ITEM: “Although Kwanzaa is culturally 
an African-American holiday,” said Emily 
Raabe in the Sarasota (Florida) Herald- 
Tribune for December 24, 2003, “its mes- 
sages of unity, family, togetherness, cre- 
ativity and strength can be incorporated 
into any family’s cultural lexicon... 
Kwanzaa was launched [in 1966] by 
Maulana Karenga, Ph.D., professor and 
chairman of the Department of Black 
Studies at California State University, 
Long Beach, to celebrate both the roots 
and the modern identities of the African- 
American community.” 

BETWEEN THE LINES: Kwanzaa was con- 
cocted by an ex-con named Ron Everett, 
whose alias is Karenga; his black nation- 
alist cult (United Slaves) became a violent 
rival of the Black Panthers at UCLA. 

Five years after his invented holiday 
took root, Karenga was convicted of tor- 
turing two female followers. He had them 
stripped and beaten with an electrical cord. 
The women were also “disciplined,” ac- 
cording to the Los Angeles Times, by being 
forced to drink detergent, and one was tor- 
tured with a soldering iron. In 1971, he was 
sentenced to one to 10 years in prison for 
these crimes. He was released in 1975, and 
four years later, Karenga had become the 
head of Black Studies at Cal State, Long 
Beach. 

In a recent message addressed to black 
Christians in New Visions Commentary, La 
Shawn Barber emphasized that Kwanzaa 
is a “made-up creed cobbled together by a 
man hostile to the very God you claim to 
worship! According to Karenga, Chris- 
tianity is a myth.... He says this about 
Christianity: ‘Belief in spooks who threat- 
en us if we don’t worship them and de- 
mand we turn over our destiny and daily 
lives must be categorized as spookism and 
condemned.’” 

— WILLIAM P. HoAR 


43 


THE (57 WORD 


UN Reform Isn’t the Answer 


by John F. McManus 


out that nations large and small have a voice in 
the “world forum.” For instance, Julian Hunte of 
minuscule Saint Lucia (population: 160,000) currently 
finds himself as the president of the General Assembly. 

But the power in the UN doesn’t reside in the Gen- 
eral Assembly; it’s located in the Security Council. 
Originally made up of only 11 members (four more 
were added in 1965), only five have ever been desig- 
nated ‘“‘permanent” and each of these possesses a veto 
over Security Council decisions. (Non-permanent 
members serve for only two years, and their places are 
then awarded to others.) The language in the UN Charter’s Ar- 
ticle 27 states that Security Council decisions must include “the 
concurring votes of the permanent members.” The five perma- 
nent members originally named were the Republic of China (Tai- 
wan), France, the Soviet Union, the United Kingdom, and the 
United States. Two of these memberships were later transferred 
to the People’s Republic of China and Russia. 

Possession of veto power supposedly assures Americans that 
no Security Council resolu- 
tion would ever unfavor- 
ably impact the United 
States. The veto power’s 
very existence persuaded 
some of the senators in 
1945 that there was nothing 
to fear by approving UN 
membership. Most surely 
expected that our nation’s 
leaders would always use 
the veto to protect Ameri- 
ca’s interests, an expecta- 
tion that is by no means realistic today. 

Still, because possession of the veto power leaves the door 
open for any of the five permanent members — especially the 
United States — to thwart UN designs, a rising number of UN 
partisans have suggested that it be abolished. In December 1985, 
for instance, World Federalist Association Vice President John 
Logue testified before a subcommittee of the House Foreign Af- 
fairs Committee. He stridently called for action to “reform, re- 
structure and strengthen the United Nations.” To “be able to 
make and enforce law on the individual,” he pointedly declared, 
“the Security Council veto must go.” 

Though Logue may have been ahead of the pack, the number 
of those wanting to reform the UN as he suggested has grown. 
During a convocation at Notre Dame University in April 1991, 
retired President Father Theodore Hesburgh called for restruc- 
turing the UN in part by “eliminating the veto possessed by the 
five permanent Security Council members.” An unabashed par- 


H lag wavers for the United Nations like to point 


restructuring is fc 
nation to leave. 
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tisan of the “new world order,’ Hesburgh has spent 
much of his adult life joining and playing an impor- 
tant role in various globalist organizations. 

In April 1996, former Soviet dictator Mikhail Gor- 
bachev convened a gathering in Bhurban, Pakistan. 
Delegates to the affair produced a 12-plank “Bhur- 
ban Statement” urging that the UN “should become 
the principal custodian of global human security.” To 
accomplish this goal, stated the document: “There 
should be no veto power.” 

Canadian oil billionaire and New Age heavyweight 
Maurice Strong has served the UN in a variety of 
ways, including secretary-general of the UN’s 1992 “Earth Sum- 
mit” and senior adviser to UN Secretary-General Kofi Annan. 
He has frequently called for revising the UN’s structure, includ- 
ing the removal of the Security Council veto. 

In 2000, the little-known United Nations University (UNU) 
produced a study offering the following conclusion: “To respect 
sovereignty is to be complicit in human rights violations.” 
Formed in 1973 to assist the UN in resolving “global problems,” 
the UNU produces recommendations such as urging the world 
body to “remove the Great Power veto” to facilitate its ability to 
sanction “humanitarian war.” 

In 2003, David Davenport of the supposedly conservative 
Hoover Institution suggested that the UN could become a “more 
effective decision-making body” by limiting the veto power to 
a requirement that “at least two nations ... exercise it to be ef- 
fective.” The Weekly Standard, also a supposedly conservative 
voice, has called for eliminating the veto power. 

Brookings Institution senior research analyst Parag Khanna 
authored an op-ed piece for the December 6, 2003 New York 
Times proposing ways to make the world body function more ef- 
ficiently. Khanna wants the UN to add Japan and India to the 
roster of Security Council permanent members, collapse the 
French and British places into a single seat for the European 
Union, and further beef up the permanent membership by award- 
ing slots to the Organization of American States, the League of 
Arab States and the African Union. “But most importantly,” he 
wrote, “if the United States sincerely wants a more effective Se- 
curity Council, it will have to relinquish its veto power in favor 
of majority voting.” 

The Brookings Institution is currently led by former Time 
magazine columnist and former Deputy Secretary of State Strobe 
Talbott. Perhaps his most revealing utterance is that in the next 
hundred years “nationhood as we know it will be obsolete.” 

For an American, the proper response to cries for UN reform 
and restructuring is to demand that our nation leave the world 
body altogether. Even with veto power, a succession of U.S. ad- 
ministrations has shown little interest in using it to protect our 
nation’s independence. Hf 
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